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Tue Lorp Cuancexior’s Lunacy Recutation Brix 
has received a second reading in the House of Commons, 
not, however, without considerable discussion on two of 
its leading features. It was agreed on all hands that the 
substitution of one of the superior judges in place of a 
Master in cases which are to be tried by a jury will be a 








decided improvement on the exis ting practice, inasmuch 
the present system, is 

ding, and 

dge 


as every person who, according to 
found a lunatic is entitled 1, Maen the fin 
thus to have his case tried a second time before a judge. 
Those clauses in the bill relating to persons entitled to 
property of small amount, and giving the Lord Chancellor 
summaty jurisdiction in such cases, also met with general 
appro - But considerable opposition was offered to 
the clause limiting the inquiry in every case to the 
question whether or not the alleged lunatic is at the time 
of the inquiry of unsound mind, and providing that “ no 
evidence as to anything done or said by such person, or 
as to his demeanour or state of mind at any time being 
more than two years before the date of the commission 
shall be receiva le,” unless the judge “shall under the 
special circumstances of the case otherwise direct.” At 
present the inquiry directed may in terms relate back to 
any period during the life of its subject, and there is 
nothing to prevent evidence being adduced of facts which 
happened many years previously to the date fixed in the 
commission. ‘The present bill proposes that the inquiry 
should in every case be confined to the fact of lunacy at 
the time of the trial, and that no evidence should be 
received, unless by the special direction of the judge, as 
to anything relating to the alleged lunacy which had 
— more than two years before. From the first 
of 
uiry 





estions we dissent. Almost every Lunacy 

Inq is instituted for the p of testing the 
sanity of the alleged lunatic in reference to some past 
ne eae omey anes or instrument to which he 
a party, which the parties moving desire to set 

aside. It is = very often Mihat ma 0c ing is 
adopted merely by way of prevention. 7 would be, 
therefore, extremely em ing if there could be no 
geld relating to, or rather affecting, what is past. 
But what relates to evidence of insanity is a different 
uestion ; and we entirely agree with the proposal to 
limit the range of evidence within two years of any 
i date which may be fixed upon as the period 
over which the inquiry extends. There are often, no 
doubt, reasons why the inquiry should go back to the 
date when some transaction occurred which it is sought 
to set aside by a subsequent finding in ea oy ut 
there is no reason why, on that account, the whole ante- 
cedent life of the alleged lunatic should be included in 
Inquiry. The question in all such cases is simply 
whether he was then of unsound mind, and incompetent 
to manage himself and his affairs, and no jury 
could or ought to find such a verdict upon any evi- 
dence upon his demeanour or state of mind at any 
time more than two years distant from the period 
when the question of lunacy became important, 
We also cordially concur in the provision which would 
prevent the opinion or conclusion of any medical prac- 
titioner from being evidence of insanity. Legal prac- 
titioners know that while this kind of testimony is the 
most easily  aypamig it is at once most costly and 
worthless. No jury would find a man a lunatic upon 
medical testimony only, and still less upon medical 
theories founded upon particular facts farniel ed by other 
witnesses, ‘Mad Doctors” are of all experts the most 
useless witnesses, and also the most suspicious. It may 
be safely laid down as a general rule that unless the in- 


‘considerab 





sanity is observable by ordinary persons it is not such 
as to render a man incapable of managing either himself 
or his affairs, and this is the wholesame principle of the 
Lord Chancellor's bill, so far as it seeks to exclude the 
opinions or conclusions of medical. men from the evi- 
dence which is tendered on these inquiries. 


An Acr (25 Vicr. c. 17) has just passed, extending 
the time for enrolling deeds in Chancery under the Cha- 
ritable Uses Act of last session, to the 17th of May, 
1864, and also extending the provisions of such Act to 
a and dispensing with the necessity for the 
acknowledgement for the pu of the enrolment of 
deeds executed prior to the Act of last Session. 


Sm Brran Epwarps, Chief Justice, and two of the 
puisne judges of Jamaica, have been appointed local 
commissioners of the West Indian Incumbered Estates 
Court for the island. The Chief Commissioner, Mr. 
Stonor, continues to sit at 8, Park-street, Westminster, 
for the present, but we hear that the Court is likely to 
be removed shortly to Lincoln’s-inn, and we trust this 
will be the case, as it will be a very great convenience to 
the legal profession and the public. Sales of several 

i A estates in the Island of Jamaica have 
already been advertised to take place at the office at 
Westminster. 


Tue Conoress or THE Socran Scrence Association 
is to be held in London in June next. A conversazione 
will be given by the association on the evening of the 
7th of that month, in the Palace of Westminster. The 
entrance will be by Westminster Hall. Visitors will 
be received, probably, by the president and council of 
the association in St. Stephen’s porch, and will pass into 
St. Stephen’s Hall, and so to the corridors and Houses 
of Parliament, illuminated for the occasion. It may be 
expected that this meeting, which will give many ee 
visitors an opportunity to see the Palace of the Legisla- 
ture under agreeable circumstances, will be a striking 
feature in the week’s proceedings. The judges have ar- 
—— their sittings so that all the courts at Guildhall 
will be available for the different sections during the 
week, Some evening meetings will be held in Bur- 
lington House. Lord Brougham will, it is believed, be 
the President of the Congress. 


Tue sitrincs or THE Court or Quzen’s Bencu at 
Nisi Prius, in and after ‘i'rinity Term will be as 
follows:—In term, in Middlesex—first sitting, Wed- 
nesday, May’ 28 ; second sitting, Monday, June 2; third 
sitting (for undefended causes only), Wednesday, June 11. 
In term, in London—first sitting, Friday, May 30; 
second sitting (one day), Monday, June 16. After 
term the Court will sit in Middlesex on Wednesday, 
June 18, and in London on Monday, June 30. e 
Court will sit at 11 o'clock every day. The causes in 
the list for each of the above sitting days in term, if not 

of on those days, will be tried by adjournment 
on the days following. 

Tue ensuine Tarnity Term will commence on Tues- 
day, the 27th instant, being this ycar five days later 
than in the preceding year, arising from the extension 
of Easter Term into the ordinary vacation. 

Mz. J. F. D. Inaxis has been appointed Judge and 
Sessions Judge of Moradabad ; Mr. R. H. W. Dunlop, 
Magistrate and Collector of Barilly; Mr. J. Power, 
Magistrate and Collector of Moradabad; Mr. J. W. 
Power, Magistrate and Collector of Futtehpore. 


Tue Cuancettor or THE Ducuy or Lancaster has 
appointed Mr. Serjeant Wheeler, LL.D., of the North- 
ern Circuit, to be one of the judges of the county court 
of Lancashire, in the room of . Segar, Q.C., lately 
deceased. In consequence of this appointment the 
learned serjeant has vacated the office held by him of 
Ju of the Court of Record for the Hundred of 
Salford. : 


Mz. A. R. Baistow, M.P. for Kidderminster, has 
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been a 


‘master of the Court of Chancery. 


Mr. Huppteston, Q.C., is a candidate for the repre- 
sentation of Kidderminster in Parliament. The election 
is fixed for Monday next. 


& 
aa 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ LAW SOCIETY. 

We have recently published some letters from 
articled clerks in which a pro to constitute a 
society, exclusively devoted to their instruction, has 
been discussed with considerable spirit. On the one 
side it is that articled clerks, who invariably 
spend the last year of their term in the metropolis, 
have at best but very insufficient opportunities for 
acquiring a complete or competent knowl of their 
profession; and unless it hap that the London 
solicitor, to whom a young man is articled, is a member 
of the Incorporated Law Society, he is without an 
means of improvement or instruction, except suc 
as he may find in connection with actual business 
at his “principal’s” office. On the other hand it is 
insisted that every London solicitor ought to be a mem- 
ber of the Incorporated Law Society, and that when he 
is, his articled clerks may have all the instruction they 

uire by attending the lectures at the Law Institution, 
and the Students’ Debating Society connected there- 
with, as well as by using the | and excellent library 
which is to all such students in Chancery-lane, 
from an early hour in the day until nine o’clock in the 
evening. It is, therefore, objected that the foundation 
of = a such society as is now proposed would be merely 
a work of supererogation, and that in fact it would have 
the effect only of weakening the machinery which is 
actually at work for the accomplishment of the very 
objects which it is now proposed to achieve. Some of 
our young correspondents earnestly solicit us, if not to 
take a side in the controversy, at least to state our opi- 
nion of its merits; and considering that we have always 

ed professional education as one of the most impor- 
tant topics with which we are called upon to deal, we 
not refrain from offering the best advice which we can 
give in reference to the question now before us. 

There can be no doubt that if the Law Institution 
were open to all articled clerks, and if it superadded 
to its present lectureships a system of tutorial in- 
struction, it would leave hardly anything to be desired 
on the part of articled clerks. We go even further 
than this, for we could not but think it a misfortune if 
any rival institution were to spring into existence, and 
the energies of the profession—so far as they were 
directed to the education of its candidate members— 
were thus dissipated by fitful and disconnected efforts in 
different directions. Yet it must be confessed that the In- 
corporated Law Society does not provide all that is neces- 

to meet the wants of the rising generation of lawyers; 
and it would certainly be better to imvoke some other 
agenc to supply what is still a desideratum, rather 
than listlessly to submit to the deprivation. Wea 
with a correspondent, who complains that “those who 
have attended lectures have felt the want of personal 
communication with the lecturer in order that questions 
might be asked and difficulties elucidated.” At the 
Law Institution the system pursued is entirely profes- 
sorial. A lecturer delivers a series of discourses upon 
some important branch of law; but their value is un- 
questionably, as a rule, very much lessened by the ab- 
sence of concurrent private instruction. We-are not 
aware that, at any university, or other important semi- 
nary of education, either E or transatlantic, has 
it ever, been seriously attempted to instruct youth in 
any im t bran 
public lec merely. There are certainly great ad- 
vantages in that kind of general view of any subject 





which may be afforded in a limited course of lectures ; 


ppointed Solicitor to the Admiralty, in the place | 
of Mr. C. F. Skirrow, recently appointed a taxing | derived from its generality. Whenever a professor 
tempts to im 


of science by the machinery of | 4 





but the utility of this species of instruction is mainly 
at- 
information in detail (except by way 
of illustration), he departs from his true province, and 
runs the risk of defeating hie proper object. It has, 
therefore, always been found practically necessary to 
unite tutorial with professorial instruction. The 
student carries from the public lecture to the more pri- 
vate class some outlines, which are to be there in 
under the supervision of a tutor, who will condescend 
to details—who will remove obscurities and solve 
doubts. Thus we find at the four Inns of Court that in 
addition to the course of public lectures—which were 
— = that the benchers provided for the stu- 
dents—there is now a system of class instruction in 
private, such as we have described. Without this the 
public discourses of the “readers” were found of little 
value to — It, therefore, seems not only de- 
sirable, but necessary, that the education of articled 
clerks should not be without like aids, if solicitors are to 
keep pace as a body with the other branch of the pro- 
fession; and if the Law Institution will not discharge 
its functions by providing such assi of course 
it will be necessary to resort to other means for this 


It must also be remembered that there is great force in # 
remark made by one of our correspondents on behalf of 
all these arti clerks whose “ principals” are not 
members of the Law eevee oe He > rab gen of 
country solicitors th ut Eng’ is 
about 7,000, of un tn by the last annual re 
port of the council of the Incorporated Law Society 
only 432 are members of that —little more than 
6 per cent of the entire number; w ile the report fur- 
ther shows that even of the metropolitan solicitors not 

uite one-half are to be found inits ranks. It cannot be 
enied that the Society exhibits great liberality in its 
dealings with the articled clerks of those who are not 
among its members. Its arrangements are by no means 
exclusive in this respect. The tariff for the lectures is 
not at all a ——— them. It is only what 
economists would i tial, in a reasonable and 
fair degree. But all are excluded from the library who 
are not articled to, or whose town agent is not, 
a member; and only such persons we believe can attend 
the meetings of the Law Students’ Debating Society. 
Practically, therefore, the articled clerks of non-mem- 
bers are at a considerable oe for their pro- 
fessional education. But this of itself we should con- 
sider to be an insufficient motive for constituting such a 
rans to is now proposed. It is no doubt a considera- 
tion that ought not to be kept wholly out of view. But 
the best a os a are moving in this 
matter is to be found in the entire absence of any pro- 
vision for tutorial a _ a as we — — 
At present an arti as to grope his wa: 
knowl with such direction as may be ity 
the lights which now and then flicker at the Law In- 
stitution. For such detailed instruction as he would 
require and have if he were a candidate for any other 
profession, he is entirely dependent upon the chance aid 
ofsome private “ Coach,” who is much more likely to 
im to “pass” an examination than to impart 
ay knowledge useful for actual business. It is no 
wonder, therefore, that a considerable number of stu- 
dents should find fault with such a state of things. 
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i there are many competent members of both 
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branches of the profession who would be willing to co- 

with such a society and to discharge the proper 
functions of tutors towards its members. Such a body 
need be in no way antagonistic to the Law Institution, 
but, on the contrary, might, in the course of time, hope 
to become affiliated to it. Until then it must be satisfied 
to be simply useful without being ambitious. The plan 
ought to be suchas to involve the least possible expense 
to its members—the main feature being that the tutors 
should be content to look for their remuneration to the 
fees of those only who joined their classes. It may be 
said that ma sa po rene nothing more than the 

iti extension of the somewhat secret 
of“ Coaching.” which is at present in vogue ; aad that 
it would be useless to organise a society to accomplish 
what some assert can now be done well by private 
individuals. e answer, in the first place, that articled 
clerks, if they want private instruction, have now no 
option but to join the class of some professed ‘“ Coach,” 
and to submit to the operation of cramming. There 
are many gentlemen competent to teach to whom 
an. articied clerk could not venture to apply for 
private instruction, and who would be unwilling to 
assume the office of private tutor to any individual; 
but would have no ause to take charge of a small 
class, if consigned to their care by the act, or at least 
with the sanction, of a respectable and useful public 
body such as an Articled Clerks’ Law Society ought 
to be. The intervention of such a society would re- 
move much of the difficulty which now exists on this 


jon who have time to spare to accept a rate of 
remuneration which otherwise etiquette or some like 
motive would cause them to reject. We do not con- 
sider that it requires any nt to show that this 
kind of instruction is just what is now wanted and 
which many articled clerks complain they cannot 
procure ; and that it would be incomparably superior to 
the systematic cramming to which they are at present com- 
pelled to resort unless they are satisfied to educate 





LORD BACON'S VINDICATION. 
) months since, shortly after the 
of Mr. Hepworth Dixon's “ Personal Hi 
Bacon,” we drew attention to the fact that the reputa- 
tion of ane most eran a See had been 
purged black stains whi disfigured it, 
the vindication 


certain points of especial interest for readers 
The impression made by Mr. Dixon's work on the in- 
tellect of the country has as as it was 





career, Essex, the spoilt child of romance, is now 
wn as the petulant, wayward, selfish man, who 

more for a game of tennis than the interests of 
the friend for whom he was su to have fought 
with unswerving generosity and enthusiasm. Oliver 
St. John, the spurious pion of constitutional 
freedom, is found to be an insolent knave, whining 
= under the punishment justly inflicted upon 

im, not for questioning the legality of a benevolence, 
but for seditious slander against the Crown. Peacham, 
the inoffensive country pastor with a harmless taste for 
speculative politics, is ascertained to be a wretch whose 
crimes had secured for him ejection from the priestly 
order before ever he feli nnder Bacon's notice, and 
whose subtle slanders and complicated lies are _— 
only by a suggestion of mental aberration. The facts 
have been as completely turned inside out as the actors. 
No educated man will ever again venture to say that 
Essex gave Twickenham Park to Bacon, that Elizabeth 
fro on the fortunes of the Bes lawyer, that 
Francis Se ages of the a poco bowed 

nitenti to ions 0 urt displeasure, 

i = oer aurea of Essex was unpopular 
in country, @ mercenary marriage, 
that as a | wa of the Crown he was an advocate 
of unconstitutional practices, or that as a judge he re- 
ceived bribes for the perversion of justice. 

Having achieved such results by the “ Personal 
History,” the main force of which, from the 
light it throws on Bacon's intercourse with his mother 
and his brother Anthony, was directed against the fabri- 
cations of the calumniators, Mr. Hepworth Dixon 
has completed his noble work with an entire narrative 
of the great Chancellor's life. This “Story of Lord 
Bacon’s Life,” as an exhaustive and harmonious history 
of all that is known relative to the public and personal 
career of Bacon, will find its way into the hands of 
every student. To those readers, however, whom pro- 
fessional avocations wili preclude from reading the 
book till the advent of the long vacation, we would 
mention two points of importance in which the later 
work differs somewhat from its precursor. 

Of all. the chee against Bacon, the one which 
legal writers have dwelt upon with the greatest force is — 
that which condemns him for consulting the om 
the Peacham case as to whether the crime of i 
writing amounted to high treason. Macaulay stigma- 
tises the memorable consultation as most scandalous and 
unusual. ‘ Bacon,” maintained the Edinburgh Re- 
viewer, “was not conforming to an usage then gene- 
rally admitted to be . He was not even the last 
lingering adherent of an old abuse. It would have 
been ciently disgraceful to such a man to be in this 
last situation. Yet this last situation would have been 
honourable compared with that in which he stood. He 


law an odious abuse, for which no precedent could be 


found.” Such is Macaulay's mode of ing “a 
charge, for which he was under the 
impression that he had the authority o: e. That 


great jurist and rival of Bacon was little 
maintain the doctrine that the king had no right to con- 
sult his judges. All that Coke to was con- 
sultation carried on with the Py separately, and 
not in common conference. “The kings of England,” 
observes Mr. Dixon, “had always enjoyed, and 
constantly exercised, the right of consulting 
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only got up the case against the poisoners of Overbury, 
but sat on the bench at the trial, and with his own lips 
condemned them to death.” In his reply to Macaulay's 
assertion that no precedent existed for what the his- 
torian was pleased to term Bacon’s “odious abuse” of 
official power in the Peacham case, Mr. Dixon in 
“The Personal History” observed that the law books 
teemed with precedents, and drew attention to the case 
of Bartholomew Legate, which gave occasion for a con- 
sultation between the Crown and the judges in 1612, 
two years before Peacham’s arrest. It having been 
objected that Legate’s and Peacham’s cases were so 
dissimilar that the one could hardly be taken as a pre- 
cedent for the latter, though it was valuable evidence 
of the intercourse maintained at the time between the 
Throne and the Bench, Mr. Dixon now gives another 
precedent, which will most assuredly settle the question 
in his favour, as.far as legal critics are concerned. 
“Take,” says the author of the “Story of Lord 
Bacon's Life,” “a special example of this right and 
custom of consulting the judges, from the Life of 
Coke. Of the great political trials of James’s reign the 
most famous in every way was that of Sir Walter 
Raleigh. Coke was Attorney-General when Sir Walter 
was arrested, and, under Cecil’s directions, had the 
management of the case against him. Masses of depo- 
sitions and confessions were collected; but the accusa- 
tions were so vague, the proofs so dubious, that Cecil, 
uncertain of obtaining a conviction on the capital charge, 
requested that the judges might be privately consulted. 
They were of opinion that Grey, Cobham, Brooke, and 
other prisoners could be proved guilty—not Raleigh ; 
and Sir Thomas Edwards, the well known Amb or, 
reported this result of their consultation to Gilbert, 
Earl of coir im § Cecil, dissatisfied with this answer, 
sent for Sir John Popham, then Lord Chief Justice of 
the King’s Bench, to Woodstock, to confer in private 
with himself and Coke. The fact of this private consul- 
tation is also reported by Sir Thomas Edmonds. The 
result was a change in Coke’s plan of operations against 
Raleigh. Having previously prepared articles charging 
the prisoners with a triple plot, a Spanish treason. 
a conspiring treason, and a priests’ treason, after 
these consultations, some in common, some in private, 
with Popham and the judges, Coke abandoned these 
articles altogether, and in their stead drew up the in- 
dictment chargi g the prisoners with ‘‘the main plot 
and the bye plot.” On this most important point of 
Bacon’s career, critics have to elect between Mr. Dixon’s 
epg and Lord Macaulay’s unsupported statement. 
‘o us it appears that the case cited by the former his- 
torian drives the followers of the latter in confusion 
from the field. To those who echo the charge that 
Francis Bacon, as Attorney-General, attempted “ to in- 
troduce into the courts of law an odious abuse, for which 
no precedent could be found,” the answer will hence- 
forth be a brief reference to Coke’s conferences at 
Woodstock with Cecil and Popham on the course to be 
taken against Sir Walter Raleigh. 
The accusations of bribery and corruption, and the 
famous act of submission and confession are examined with 
ter precision and at greater length in “The Story 
f The Life,” than in the previous vindication. The 
line of argument pursued is throughout one in which we 
unreservedly concur. Superficial writers have for years 
past trained superficial talkers to quote the Chancellor's 
words “I do plainly and ingenuously confess, that I am 
guilty of corruption,” as a conclusive testimony from the 
ips of the accused that he was guilty of the infamous 
crime of corrupting the springs of justice. Taken by 
themselves the words might be held to have such a 
signification ; but read in connection with the context 
(as even a trivial clause of an unim nt statement 
should be read) they not only do not admit of such a 
construction, but they manifestly were penned in the 
first instance by a writer who was especially anxious 


that such an interpretation should not be put upon 














them. The corruption thai Bacon admitted was not the 
moral offence, but that teetnical corruption—that ir- 
regularity —which, in spite of all his strenuous efforts 
for the reform and purity of his curt, had still disfigured 
some of its proceedings. These cases of icinglonity 
were, in themselves, few, and examination made it clear 
that the fault of them rested with knavish or care- 
less subordinates, not with the supreme functionary. 
During his tenure of the seals Bacon had to ad- 
judicate on no less than thirty-six thousand suits. 
et enemies bent upon his’destruction, and possessing 
every opportunity for discovering his wrong acts, were 
unable to produce against him even the semblance of 
an indictment, without bringing forward matters which 
the framers of the accusation best knew had nothing 
whatever to do with a question of judicial corruption. 
When completed the list contained twenty-two state- 
ments which were made to do duty as charges of cor- 
ruption, and one general charge of carelessness. Twenty- 
three cases of misdeed against a Chancellor who had - 
decided on thirty-six thousand causes! But of these 
twenty-three cases only four had even an appearance of 
corruption on the part of the Chancellor. Peacock’s, 
Compton's, and Vanlore’s cases were simple debts; two 
of those debts on bond and interest. The story of Lady 
Wharton needs no comment. Kenneday’s cabinet had 
never been accepted ; and Smithwick’s gift, having been 
found by the Lord Chancellor himself irregular, had 
been sent back. The affairs of the Grocers’ Company, 
or of the French wine merchants, had never been in 
Chancery or before Bacon judicially ; they were arbi- 
trations in which he acted as a lawyer and received a 
lawyer's fees. Thus eight of the counts fell through. 
Of the remaining fourteen counts, no less than ten were 
fees which had been paid in a manner perfectly regular 
as to time and place: Hodge’s cause having been ended 
“a fortnight ” before the fee was paid ; Monk’s “ three 
quarters of a year;” Young’s (Holman v. Young) 
“ long before ;”  Fisher’s “ long before ;” Scott’s “a 
fortnight ;’ Lenthall’s “many months;” Montagu’s 
“ some days ;” Dunch’s also “ some time ;’ Ruswell’s 
“months ;” Barker's “some time.” ‘The fees in these ten 
cases were justly due and duly paid; the fact of their 
being mentioned at all in the bill of accusation showing 
forci ly the fictitious nature of the indictment. Thus, 
apart from the general charge of carelessness, only four 
——— still remain to be dis of. But of the 
‘our remaining cases not one brings even a just sus- 
picion of moral turpitude to Bacon. Aubrey’s gift 
assed into the et of Sir George Hastings without 
acon’s knowledge that it had been made. . The v 
day after Sir George Hastings obtained the hundr 
pounds the upright judge made the “‘ killing decree” 
inst the man who, in his ridiculous hope to bribe 
tee Ghenaiiles, had been duped and —— by a 
faithless servant. In Egerton’s case the irregulari 
was only apparent, and the es ape (sustained by two 
subsequent holders of the s) was indubitably just. 
In the two cases yet remaining for consideration no 
proof of corruption existed. Coke himself could not 
assert a perversion of justice in Reynell’s case, in which 
Bacon's award stood firm and incontestible after his fall 
from power. In like manner Hansby’s fee, though its 
payment was attended with want of strict regularity, 
was neither of the nature of a bribe nor corrupting in 
its effect. No bargain to pervert justice was alleged, 
no perversion of justice shown. The last article in the 
indictment, however, charging the Chancellor with suf- 
fering his servants to exact fees and presents from the 
clients of his courts, was one to which “ upon advised 
consideration of the charge, descending into his own con- 
science, and calling his memory to account so far as he was 
able,” Bacon deemed it his duty to plead guilty. In the 
act of submission and confession, to all the other arti- 
cles preferred against him he confesses certain points, and 
at the same declares that which he regarded as sufficient 
to explain the facts admitted—i. e., to protect himself 
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from an inference of personal culpability; but to the 
twenty-third article he makes no declaration, but simply 
a confession. The theft of and the frauds of 
Churchill were enough to satisfy him that amongst his 
pers wna ays ere amwoh much = — 
only irregular, but was flagrantly corrupt. oug' 
had. neither profited by nor winked at their corruption ; 
though he had punished it whenever he had detected it ; 
still he, as Lord _ Chancellor of England, was 
theoretically responsible for it. That which in the in- 
dividual perpetrators was personal infamy and guilt, 
was in him as their ruler a technical delinquency. 
Officially he was accountable for misconduct of which 
in reality hc had been both pure and unconscious. To 
the last article of the charge therefore he said, “I con- 
fess, it was a great fault of neglect in me that I looked 
no better to my servants.” It was to a technical cor- 
ruption, altogether distinct from moral turpitude, that 
Bacon pleaded guilty. Writing from we f * 
Dr. Whewell, in a letter recently published, says of 
Bacon's fall, ‘To my mind there is something very 
pathetic in seeing, not only how easily so ¢ @ man 
was ruined, but also what a hard and obstinate task 
it is to restore his fair fame in the eyes of after ages 
when once it had been made the mark of sarcasm and 
satire. As showing how easily blows struck in the zeal 
of reformers may hit very pure men, has it ever occurred 
to you we have two examples, at least, in our own time ? 
I do not believe there have been purer men as to 
ange corruption than Warburton, the late member 
or Kendal, and Lord Belper. Both were vehement 
reformers ; yet both have been found guilty of corrupt 
practices in their elections.” Dr. Whewell’s illustrations 
are good. It would be as reasonable to impute per- 
sonal turpitude to such a man as Lord Belper. for his 
litical misadventures, as to deem Bacon infamous 
cause his enemies triumphed over him. 


a 
—- 


TRUST DEEDS IN BANKRUPTCY. 


That part of the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act of 
last session which relates to the registration of credi- 
tors’ deeds was in its inception of a somewhat tentative 
and experimental character, and it has been found to be 
in its operation very unsatisfactory. These “ deed 
clauses” were, we believe, originally due to the - 
tion of the mercantile community and were gladly 
accepted by the framers of the bill as affording easy 
means of increasing the revenue of the Court of - 
ruptey. To bring all the estates in process of winding- 
up by creditors, throughout the whole of England, 
more or less directly under the control of the 
of Bankruptcy, and to make them all contribute to- 
wards the support of its officials, was certainly not a bad 
stroke of financial policy, so far as the officials were 
concerned. We do not mean to say that a scheme 
might not have been devised which would have given 
the creditors value for what they were thus compelled 
to pay ; but it is now certain enough that the siediindey 
provided by the Act is much more expensive than 
useful ; and on account of its awkwardness and apparent 
inability, it has failed to bring in the revenue which 
was expected from it. It was originally anticipated 
that not fewer than 8,000 creditors’ and i r'- 
ship deeds would be annually registered under the Act ; 
but the number actually registered has, we understand, 
fallen very far short of this estimate. Various reasons 
may be assigned for this disappointment. The Mercan- 
tile Law Amendment Society—a body which took great 
interest in the passing of the Bankruptcy and fo 
vency Bill—published a circular two months ago calli 
attention to one curious and awkward defect connec 
with the statutory system of ion. The Act 
provides that within oe days from the ex- 
ecution of the deed by the debtor it shall be left at the 
office of the Chief Registrar for the purpose of 
teing registered ; and after such registration the debtor 








and his property are secured from process by a certifi- 
cate of _ filing Fay registration ¥ such deed. It 
appears, however, ing to the existing system 
the decd is > fact not wet, ut is returned by Song 

istrar to the person who happens to bring it to him. 
The See is that the matty of the creditors, 
although they are bound by the provisions of the in- 
strument, have no opportunity of ascertaining what 
they are, or who are the other creditors whose arrange- 
ment with the debtor has barred the legal remedy of 
ps mino rity per are they even a ooniet i vs them- 

ves that the jority is com 0 
creditors. In » ag. creditor may be thus barred of 
his 1} remedies without being able to see the deed 
which has this effect :—although the Act prescribes cer- 
tain conditions for binding parties, yet it gives no 
opportunity to those whose rights are thus com i 
to see that they have been complied with. Both com- 
mon justice and convenience would su that the 
deed itself should be deposited either with the Chief 
Registrar or with a trustee, or other m nomi- 
nated in the deed for that purpose. Such an arrange- 
ment would at all events enable those of the creditors, 
who had not executed the deed, to acquaint themselves 
with its provisions. It has also been suggested by 
the Mercantile Law Amendment Society that the affi- 
davit required to be made by the debtor upon the regis- 
tration of the deed should contain a detailed statement 
of all his liabilities, distinguishing those creditors who 
had assented to the deed. We entirel “er with this 
suggestion, and we add another—namely, that provision 
should be made for erereating creditors who hold securi- 
ties for part of their debts, estimating the secured debts so 
as to make up the necessary proportion (three-fourths 
in value) of creditors, Under the former system at 
Basinghall-street a creditor holding a security was first 
allowed to realise it, or it was valued under the order of 
the Court, and then he proved against the general estate 
of the bankrupt for any balance that might remain due 
to him. But we find it hard to understand how a par- 
tially secured creditor is to come in under one of 
trust deeds. He will hardly be allowed. to value his 
own security and to assent to the deed for the nominal 
balance of his debt. Neither can he safely assent to 
the deed in respect of the whole sum due to him, for 
this would either sopeiye him of the benefit of his secu- 
rities, or else it would be a fraud upon the Act, and also 
upon the non-assenting creditors, who ought only to 
be bound where the deed is assented to by a maojrity 
in number, repeeannting bond fide three-fourths in value 
of the entire body of creditors. 

Communications have been addressed to the Lord 
Chancellor asking his attention to some of these defects 
which we have pointed out, and the following reply has 
been received by the secretary of the Mercantile Law 
Amendment Society :—- 


Court of Bankruptey, Basinghall-street, May 17. 

Sir,—The memorial of the Committee of the Mercantile 
Law Amendment Society, which was addressed to the Lord 
Chancellor on the 14th inst., has been forwarded to me by his 
Lordship’s direction. 

I am happy to inform you that the subject. has 
received the most careful consideration on the part of M4 
Commissioner Holroyd, the Chief Registrar, and myself, ang 
my experience during the short time I have been superin 
ing the department of this Court for the Registration of Trust” 
Deeds enables me to add my thorough concurrence in the 
advisability of the suggestions contained in the memorial of 
your society, and I trust to be able, at an early re 
submit for the approval of the Lord Chancellor deanght 
of General Orders which have been already drawn by Mr. 
Commissioner Holroyd, for the p of carrying into effect 
the identical amended practice which has been submitted by 
the Committee of the Mercantile Law Amendment Society. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, ; 

J. Russell, Esq. Ricwarp Berane ct, Registrar. 


_ Those of our readers who are interested in this sub- 
ject ought to lose no time in offering any 
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which may have the effect of improving the machinery 
for the registration of deeds under the present Bank- 
ruptecy and Insolvency Act. 


“ 
> 


RELIGIOUS TRUSTS. 

If any one takes the trouble to read the decisions of 
the Court of Chancery and House of Lords which have 
settled the doctrines of our jurisprudence upon the sub- 
ject of the interpretation and construction of instru- 
ments constituting religious trusts, it is not probable 
that, whether he be a Dissenter or not, he can find 
much to object to, nor much to offer in suggestion of 
amendment, in the rutione decidendi. Extrinsic evidence, 
in case the language of the trust is ambiguous, is ad- 
mitted to show the probable convictions or belief of 
founders, if the question is one of doctrine and the 
conflict lies between sects; and, on the other hand, if 
the question is one of discipline, the state and method 
of church government at the time the trust was consti- 
tuted, isused by the Courts to guide them in deciding w 
the scheme of administration to be prescribed in t 
decrees. And in all cases, whether the matter is doc- 
trine or discipline, or both, the deed itself is the only 
thing to be construed, if net tegen are susceptible of 
a rational interpretation, are of course not contrary 
to law. In the great cause of A -General vy. Clap- 
ham, 4 D. G. M. & G. 591, this principle was adhered to. 
Tt was a case in which some persons might well incline to 
conclude that the intention of the founders was to make 
their chapel one among many others, and together with 
them to form the churches of the Wesleyan Methodists 
under the system of church — instituted by 
John Wesley ; but the Lord Chancellor, overruling the 
decision of V. C. Wood, decided that the terms of 
the deed were to determine the questions in difference, 
and that considerations arising from “ existing circum- 
stances” or concerning the state or manifest adva' of 
the Methodist Church, were not to be entertained so 
far as they affected matters dealt with by the trust 
deed. In the case of what may be called “ open reli- 
gious charities,” we think it cannot be considered unjust 
or surprising, in a country where there is a Church 
established by law, that the Courts should have deter- 
mined that orthodoxy is the religious system intended 
by founders to be adopted in the administration of the 
charities which they establish ; and we conceive further, 
that so long as the present system of a Church establish- 
ment continues, it will be proper to appropriate to the 
benefit of it all such open religious trusts, although the 
proportion and importance of dissent may increase even 
much more than they have done paso 2 But suppose 
that a charity is established, by a trust deed, of a chapel 
and schools expressly for the benefit and use of a body 
of Dissenters defined by a certain name, and in the course 
of a few years, in the activity of an energetic eongre- 
gational vitality, the doctrines of the consre tion are 
changed, and their name and method o pase 
ment altered by several imperceptible methods, until at 
length it becomes literally true that there is not any 
longer in existence a congregation which answers to the 
description of the objects of the charity contained in 
the original trust deed; and a that the property 
is claimed, on the one hand, by the legal owners, as trus- 
tees for a body of persons who no longer exist as they 
‘were described, and on the other hand, by the congre- 
gation as being virtually the identical inal objects 
of the charity, although with a c name and 
modified method of existence, what can the Courts do ? 
Does not the question. seem to be one of very probable 
occurrence among the very numerous Co! tions of 
Dissenters? We apprehend that the Court could 
hardly approve of a scheme which was inconsistent 
with that defined by the deed—again, it would not 





permit the trustees to hold for their own benefit the 
roperty which was clearly vested in them for a 
luciary purpose, and if it were to put itself to execute 








the trusts of the deed as they stood, there would, ex 


hypothesi, be no cestuis que trust. case would seem 
to be one in which provision ought to be made for 
“ existing circumstances,” and the Court might surely 
take the responsibility of determining that the original 
founders of such a wera f did not or could not intend 
to restrain and prevent the operation of social events, 
and the development of religious organization. If in 
such a case, the Courts were to enforce a rigid con- 
struction of an ancient deed, they would encourage the 
assertion of identity of character on the part of ad- 
venturers and induce litigation, and they would admit 
the impossibility of keeping the jurisprudence of the 
country abreast with the — and the common cir- 
cumstances of society. The Dissenters Chapels Act, 
(7 & 8 Vict. c. 45), seems to be the only provision made 
by the law for dealing with cases which resemble or 
approach to the one we are supposing. This Act was 
obtain ed by that class of Dissenters who conceived 
themselves specially aggrieved by the judgment of the 
Honse of Lords in Shore v. Attorney General, and it only 
vides (sect. 2) that the religious doctrines or opinions 
or the preaching or promotion of which the meeting- 
house may be held are to be collected from twenty-five 
years’ usage, where such doctrines or opinions are not 
expressly stated in the deed of trust, and therefore 
where the deed itself expressly names the objects of it, 
and the case is that those objects eo nomine no lon 
continue to exist, although they continue the identity 
of the congregation, the Act seems to afford no aid ; and 
it is not improbable that litigation may occur of a most 
painful and expensive character unless the Legislature 
takes up the question and does something in provision 
aa what we apprehend to be not an improbable 
nger. 


een _ 
> 


The Courts. 


COURT OF ALDERMEN, 

May 20,—At a meeting of the Court of Aldermen on Tues- 
day last, Mr. Alderman Copeland, in moving that it be referred 
to the general purposes committee to consider the best mode to 
be adopted for keeping the several entrances tothe Central 
Criminal Court, commented on what he conceived to be the 
indecorum and inconvenience resulting from the existing ar- 
rangements for the admission of strangers during the sittings of 
the Court. He adverted to a recent visit to Glasgow to give 
evidence in a court of justice there, and contrasted the impres- 
sive order and dignity of a Scottish judicial proceeding with 
the chattering and gossipping of strangers, and the constant 
flitting of notes between members of the Bar, which usually 
obtained in the English tribunals. He disclaimed all intention 
to cast reflection on the present sheriffs or under sheriffs in the 
matter to which his motion referred. 

Mr. Alderman Sidne ays the motion .unnecessary, 
remembering that the judges, if they saw cause, had the power 
of fining a sheriff who did not do his duty in maintaining order 
in a court of justice. He did not, however mean by that to 
imply, in the least, that the present sheriffs had been unmind- 
ful of their duty in that respect at the Central Criminal Court 





mee 
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Parliament and Legislation. 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, May 16. 
Counry Court FEEs. 


Lord CwetmsrorD remarked that, in addition to placing a 
notice on ‘the paper, he had given a private intimation to the 
Lord Chancellor of his intention to ask him a question relative 
to a recent order concerning an alteration in county court 
fees, By the 19 & 20 Vict. the Commissioners of the Treasury 
with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, might vary county 
court fees, but there was no power given to the Lords of the 
Treasury to order by. whom the fees should be ultimately paid. 
By the County Courts Act, the 9 &10 Vict., costs were to be 
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jaid as directed by the judge; and im default of special direc- 
tion to go with tke verdict. An: order: was: issued on the 10th 
of April for an alteration of fees, and 


the 
' where: the claim: or demand: 


i 
E 
: 
i 


1. of the: 

cellor. It was:also a:curious: fact: that the Act:of Parliament: 
a ising this variation of fees enacted:that:every such alter- 
ation be ‘to Parliament: within ten days of: 
commencement: of tle next session.. This, no doubt; 
tended to relate only to:orders:issued during a. recess; 
effect was that:the: order: in. question: need not be laid 
Parliament for ee till it: had: been nearly 


j 

F 

i 

i 

H 
ie 


perhaps be considered desi: 
alteration in the:order, and to: make. it as speedily as: 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR’ was’ obli; to the: noble 
learned lord forthe manner: in which he had‘called his 
tion to the mistake which had been made-at the Treasury, and 
which he had‘inadvertently overlooked. Their lordships were 
aware that the cost of the county courts was-exceedingly great; 
andi he was: sorry to: say that aoiiens to: be increasing. 
What with the sum allowed by iament, and the sums re- 
ceived by way of fees, the cost’ of the county courts for the 
present year would be no less than £509,184, Now if this 
were for expenses ‘in the administration of justice it would be 
cheerfully borne, but’the greater part’ of the county court’sy: 
tem might be described asa t machinery for the coll 
of small debts:‘and for the distribution’of the money received 
—s creditors. But strictly speaking that was not a part of 
ministration of justice. Persons gave credit upon the 
faith of those ema and usedthe county courts for the 
collection of their small debts: The greater number of the 
orders made by the court judges were orders for the 
payment of small debts. by instalments. Government had 
undertaken the receipt of those small sums of money, and ac- 
cordingly they were obliged to have very large establishments, 
which were more in the nature: of large banking houses, where 
those: small instalments could be received and paid out’ to 
creditors. In the early part'of the county court system there 
were three’ distinct’ classes: of fees which were ordered: to be 
paid by the plaintiffé and not by defendants. Tliey were 
fees for taking instructions from the. plaintiffs, fees for answer- 
ing inquiries as‘to whether: money had been received, fees for 
paying out money and for giving notice to plaintiffs that money 
ad been paid in. It So Sp to him and'the Lords of the 
Treasury that the time come when they should endeavour 
to make some dimunition in those expenses which were thrown 
by the plaintiffs who sueceeded in recovering their money upon 
the country; and that they (the plaintiffs) should pay some- 
thing as a contribution towards the expenses incu by the 
government tor their especial benefit. Notwithstanding that 
this might’ be a desirable thing, the question remained whether 
there were words. in the Acts of Parliament to accomplish it. 
He thought there were; and that their lordships would agree 
with him in that conclusion. The order complained of ‘by the 
noble lord had been framed upon the authority of the 19 & 20 
Vict. and the question was, whether the words “ costs and fees” 
were co-extensive in their meaning, The provisions of the Act 
ceferred to enabled the Treasury to direct the ent of fees, 
and those fees were comprehended under the head of costs. 
He had certainly arrived at'the concltsion that'the Treasury 
had power under the Act to authorise the payment by plain- 
tiffs of the small fee directed by the new order of April last. 
But the clause of the Act was'not properly worded, and he now 
regretted that’ the opinion of ihe law officers of the Crown had 
not been taken upon the question. 


Lord Cranworrn suggested whether it would not. be 
better to take the opinion of: the law officers gn the point, so 
that if the order had been framed h. inadvertence it 


might be speedil, 
would be within the power of any attorney to raise the ques- 


Pe 


ey 
tion at a great expense, and: that-would be a most unseemly | 
thi 


The Lonp CHANCELLOR.was understood to: say that a case 


should be laid before the law’ officers. for. their opinion on the 


point, 
inde: 


y set right. If the, order were: ultra vires it | 





HOUSE. OF COMMONS 
Friday, May. 16. 
Taw AtLecrp Partiamentary Rirue Maren: 

Explanations were entered into u this: subject; Tlie 
challenge sent to the Lord Cilamcelln agpenes to —— 
in & misconception on: the partof Lord Elcho. Tlie following 
letter from the speaker to Lord Elcho explains the citcumstances 
under which the mistake arose: — “pie 


“ My dear Lord Elcho,—TI have heard. with amazement: that: 
Lord Chancellor announced last night in the House: of 
Lords that he had received a challenged to. a riflemateh from 
the. Speaker of’ the House of’ Commons—a challenge from the 
House of Commons to tlie House of Lords. As I cannot doubt 
that you. made the communication to the Chancellor, must 


F 


co mph Hae Arve sae Sows T was busily 
nen cabralbehreme Bar, Ss members presenting petitions 
and moving unopposed returns; you came to me a roll of 


said in joke the only part I could take would be to fire a shot: 
with the Lord Chancellor. Ifyou have made me-party toa 
paper which I did not read, and have been the bearer of*a 
challenge to a rifle match to the Lord Chancellor from myself 
putting me into conflict with that great dignitary, I shall 
to-request you to make an explanation to that noble lord that 
ou acted under a mi pti that on my part’no sach 
iberty had entered into my imagination.—Believe me yours 
very truly, “J, Evecry Denison,” 


Monday, May 19. 
Banxrupter Acr (1861.) 

Mr. Ropsuck moved for a select. committee to inquire into 
the allegations contained in the petition of persons lately hold- 
ing office in the Insolvent Debtors’ Court (presented: on the 
13th instant), for correction of an ommission in the Bank- 
ruptcy Act (1861), and to report:thereupon to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Tuesday, May 20. 
: Partyersnir Law AMENDMENT. 

Mr. ScHOLEFIELD obtained leave to bringin a. bill for the 
amendment of the law of partnership. 

Lunacy Reevnarron Bix, 

Sir G. Grey moved the second reading of this bill. As to 
the first clause, it was desirable to bear in mind what the state 
of the law now is. Prior to the:year 1853 the inquiry was not 
limited in point of time. The inquiry was directed not merely 
to the state of mind at the time; but the jury werecalled on to 
state the period from which, that lunacy should date. The 
47th section of the Act of 1853 provided that the inquiry should 
not be carried back unless directed by the Lord Chancellor. 
That was a great improvement of the law. But'lie thought this 
should be altered so as not to-give discretion to the }Chan- 
cellor: The reason for such going back was to ascertain: 
whether the validity of a will or a marriage would not be 
affected by the lunacy ; but by admitting these collateral sub- 
jects of inquiry the parties whose rights would be affected: by 
it would be greatly multiplied) These matters could» be 
ascertained by other modes, and it was now thought better to: 
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and the tribunal before which jury cases were to be tried. No 
one had thrown any imputation on the manner in which the 
masters in lunacy had conducted their inquiries, but there 
could be no doubt that the inquiries would be materially 
shortened if a judge presided over them. The bill > 
to enable the Lord Chancellor to send such cases before a 
judge instead of a Master; and he believed the number of 
cases would not be so numerous as to interfere with the gene- 
ral business of the law courts. The object of the bill was to 
draw round Chancery lunatics the full protection of the law 
at the least expense and inconvenience, and the greatest 
amount of comfort which could be provided for persons in 
their unfortunate position. 

Sir H. Carens said that with regard to the mode in which 
trials as to the question of sanity were to be conducted, he 
thought the trial of issues before the superior courts would 
be a great improvement on the existing practice. Although 
in the great majority of cases it might not be necessary 
to go further back than two years in the inquiry to estab- 
lish the sanity or insanity of an individual, he could see no 
necessity for establising that arbitrary limit. One consequence 
of so limiting the range of inquiry would be in some cases to 
precipitate proceedings on the part of a supposed lunatic’s 
family to prevent their estoppel by a sort of statute of limita- 
tions. Another contingency was that by such limitation dis- 
putes might arise as toa testator’s will on the ground of its 
being executed within the period when inquiry was excluded. 
He had no great fancy tor the evidence of experts, and it was 

that medical men were liable to approach questions of 
the kind rather in the light of advocates, but still he thought 
it impolitic to say that their evidence should be excluded. If 
the provisions of the bill were to remain intact, more especially 
with respect to the limitation of the range of the inquiry, he 
thought it absolutely necessary that the same rules should be 
applied to the tribunal to whom the inquiry was to be referred 
as to the inquiry before the Lord Chancellor and the Lords 
Justices. It was anomalous that the tribunal which issued the 
commission should be entitled to take one description of evi- 
dence and that the jury should take another. 

After some observations from Mr. WaLPoLE, Mr. MALIns, 
Mr. HENLEY, and the ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 

The bill was read a second time. 

Wednesday, May 21. 
Tue Hicuways BILL. 

In reply to Mr. Deedes, 

Sir G. Grey said it was proposed to put down the committee 
on the Highways Bill as the second order of the day for Monday 
next, the Scotch Education Bill being the first. But if the dis- 
cussion on that bill occupied much time, the Highways Bill 
would be postponed until Thursday, 


> 
—— 


Recent Becisions. 


EQUITY. 
Equrries oF Drvorce—Wire's CHosE 1x AcTIon. 
Wells v. Malbon, M. R., 10 W. R. 364. 

Previous to the Divorce Act, 1857, there was scarcely a sin- 
gle decision touching the effect of a divorce upon the rights of 
husband and wife in relation to property belonging to them. 
So long as divorce could only be obtained by an Act 
of Parliament it was always competent to the tribunal which 
pronounced the divorce to prescribe what effect it should have 
upon the respective rights of the parties, and this was f uently 
done in Divorce Acts. But now that the jurisdiction in divorce 
has assumed portentously wide proportions, and the number of 
cases coming within its province enables the Divorce Court to 
rival most other tribunals in the amount of its business, it 
would of course be hopeless to expect that every decree pro- 
nounced by the Judge Ordinary could provide for all the pos- 
sible consequences that might indirectly result from it in respect 
of the property belonging to each party. Under the old state 
of things, where the husband was complainant, a Divorce Act 
generally contained a clause providing that in the event of the 
husband marrying again his after-taken wife should, with 





again it 
respect to his property, be entitled to all the rights of a wife 
as if the former wife, instead of being divorced, had died; 
and on the other hand, the husband was excluded from all 
claims on any property which after the divorce might come to 
his divorced wife; and under the old system, where the wife was 
complainant, there were provisions corresponding more or less 





with those to which we have just referred. The statutes which 
create the new jurisdiction, however, leave all these questions 
pena es ar and it is only by slow degrees that they are 
being by various tribunals who are called upon to ad- 
judicate upon the rights of divorced parties in respect of pro: 
perty owned by them respectively. It still appears to be uncer- 
tain whether, after a divorce, the husband is entitled to receive 
the rents and profits of his wife’s real estate during their joint 
lives, or whether he would be entitled as tenant by the courtesy 
after her death? A question of still greater practical impor- 
tance—considering how uently it must arise—-was raised 
in the above-named case of Wells v. Malbon. A suit had been 
instituted to have the rights of the defendants (husband and 
wife) ascertained in a sum of money which represented the 
share of the wife in the residue of a testator’s estate. When 
the testator died the two defendants were married, but before 
the husband reduced the fund into possession, the wife had 
obtained a divorce; and the question was whether the right of 
the husband to recover the legacy still remained, notwith- 
standing the divorce? Sir J. Romilly, M.R., decided that the 
rights of the parties were exactly the same as if the husband 
had died at the date of the divorce. “For,” said his Honour, 
“the marriage was thereby put an end to, and the wife became 
sui juris, and the only person who could have any claim to the 
money.” This is the first decision upon the point in question, 
but it is entirely in accordance with the dictum of Lord Camp- 
bell in Hamer v. Hamer, when sitting in the Court of Divorce 
(see Macqueen on Divorce, 2nd edition, p. 118.) 

The absolute right of the wife in the event of her surviving 
to take such of her choses in action as were not reduced by her 
husband into possession is now so well settled that the decision 
in Wells v. Malbon can hardly fail sometimes to cause disap- 
pointment to persons dealing with the husband upon the secu- 
rity of his wife’s choses in action. Where a husband is entitled 
in right of his wife to a reversionary interest in a fund it might 
be rendered to some extent a tolerably safe security by insuring 
against the contingency of the husband dying before the wife 
or the falling in of the reversion, so long as the life of the wife 
was one of the items in the calculation. But it will probably 
not be easy to effect an insurance dependent altogether upon 
the personal conduct of the parties. According to the rule 
laid down in the two cases to which we have referred a wife 
can always effectually prevent her husband from reducing into 
possession any chose in action of hers by obtaining a divorce or 
by compelling him to such a step. In Wells v. Malbon the suit 
was by the wife; but in Hamer v. Hamer the husband was pe- 
titioner; and yet even in that case Lord Campbell] was of opi- 
nion that the decree of divorce restored the wife to her rights 
as a feme sole so as to enable her to prevent her husband from 
recovering property to which she was then entitled under the 
will of her grandfather. Other phases of the general question 
arising out of the equities of divorce will be found discussed at 
considerable length in Evans v. Carrington, 8 W. R. 113, on 
appetl 7 Jur. N.S. 197, and Hamer v. Tilsley, 8 W. R. 20, 

oh, 486, 


TRUSTEE OF AN ASCERTAINED 8UM.—In the above case of 
Wells v. Malbon an important point of practice in relation to 
the Trustee Relief Act was definifively settled; and it is very 
desirable that practitioners should have a clear understanding 
about it, as the case to which it applies frequently occurs in 
actual practice. The bill was filed by the trustee of an ascer- 
tained sum for the purpose, as we have already mentioned, of 
obtaining the declaration of the Court as to the respective 
rights of the defendants (husband and wife), which it was 
alleged were rendered doubtful by the decree of divorce. Before 
the Trustee Relief Act such a bill would have been un- 
questionably proper, and the plaintiff would have been certainly 
entitled to receive, being a trustee, his costs of the suit as be- 
tween solicitor and client. That statute, however, provides a 
simple and inexpensive method of relieving trustees from the 
burthens and liabilities of their office; and it is now always at 
the peril of any person holding an ascertained sum upon express 
trust to invoke any other machinery for this purpose than 
that of the Court of Chancery, under the provisions of the 
Trustees’ Relief Act. When a trustee has transferred a 
fund into court and given the Court such information about the 
parties claiming to be entitled as the Act requires, he has done 
his duty and is exposed to no further risk so far as relates to 
such fand. He has nothing to do with any contention which 
may exist between the various claimants, even though he mi; :t 
reasonably suppose that the Court could not decide the ¢o:~ 
tentions between them upon a mere petition for the paym ‘nt 
out of the money or without the institution of a suit. Sh uld 








Fe FO a eee 








ewe Ss eS Th. 


a eo 


“OF 


BOR 


I- 
of 








May 24,1862. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





545 














the Court think so it will direct a bill to be filed; but this is 

a question altogether for the Court and not at all for the trustee. 

In the present case, therefore, Sir J. Romilly, M.R, after con- 

sulting with the other equity judges, refused to allow the plain- 

tiff any costs of the suit beyond the amount that he would have 

a if he had paid the money into court under the Trustee 
elief Act. 


REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—SURRENDER BY OPERATION 
or Law. 


Plené v. Popplewell and Another, C. P., 10 W. R. 523. 


The Statute of Frauds, although it has, as is recorded in 
Lord Hardwicke’s well-known saying, for every line cost a 
subsiding, has, nevertheless, we think, prevented a much 
greater amount of litigation than it has caused. It is no 
small matter that every contract regarding land must be 
in writing and signed by the party to be charged or 
by his agent. True, equity has narrowed considerably the 
natural province of the statute. Nevertheless, as its provisions 
are known very generally amongst the lay public, almost 
every bond fide contract regarding land is, we think, more or 
less fully embodied in a written document. The Act has, 
therefore, introduced much caution in respect of contracts 
relating to the realty. From the operation of the Act, how- 
ever, are expressly excepted, as the reader is aware, not only 
resulting trusts of land, but also surrenders of leases by 
operation of law. The exception of resulting trusts has not 
greatly conflicted with the main object of the statute; because, 
as Lord Bacon has said, rectum est index et sui et obliqui. 
What results is indicated by what is declared. A resulting 
trust is, therefore, indirectly evidenced by writing. But a 
surrender of a lease by operation of law may or may not take 
pee by means of another document, Such surrender may 

e made either by the acceptance of a new lease even for a 
shorter term than the period of the lease surrendered, or by 
an agreement that the landlord or a third party should re- 
enter. There are thus two things necessary to be proved as 
respects the latter class of surrenders by operation of law 
made withont the intervention directly or indirectly of a 
written instrument. The party alleging the fact of a surrender 
must prove that there was an agreement to surrender, and 
also that such agreement was acted upon. This reference to 
the conduct of the parties sometimes leads to difficulty in 
determining what constitutes a sufficient carrying out of the 
agreement to surrender, and thus is the very salutary purpose 
of the Statute of Frauds so far defeated. In the present case 
A. was B.’s tenant of a house from year to year. A. sent the 
keys of the house to B., who refused to accept them, but they 
were left at his office. In the next quarter B. put up a notice 
on the house that it was to be let, and showed the house to per- 
sons with a view to letting it. In the quarter afterwards, B. 
painted out A.’s name and had the house repaired, and the day 
after the last-mentioned quarter expired, demanded possession. 
The Court of Common Pleas held that all these acts col- 
lectively constituted an acceptance of A.’s surrender ab initio. 
Tn v. Roberts, 3 Esp, 225, there was nothing done by 
the tenant. to show his assent to the surrender. In Huddle- 
ston v. Johnstone, M‘Clel. & Y. 141, there was no entry by 
the landlord in pursuance of the nt. These cases, 
therefore, and such others as have decided against the validity 
of certain kinds of surrender, are cases where there was no 
joint performance of the agreement. In the present case the 
facts showed a performance by both parties in pursuance of 
the agreement, and, considered collectively, clearly amounted 
to a surrender ab initio. 








COMMON LAW. 
ATTORNEY’s Bitt or Cost—SEt-OFF. 
Brown v. Tibbetts, C, P., 10 W. R, 465. 

One of the points determined in this case was that a plea of 
set-off by an attorney in respect of his bill of costs, although 
such bill of costs had not been signed and delivered pursuant 
to the statute (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 5. 37) one month prior to the 
action, was a valid defence to such action against the attorney. 
The same principle had been laid down by Lord Denman 
the case of Harrison vy. Turner, 10 Q. B. 482, upon an action 
of assumpsit on an attorney’s bill of costs, to which the defend- 
ant, under a plea of set-off, had put in an account furnished to 
him by the plaintiff, on one side of which were items due in 
respect of his (the plaintiff's) bill of costs, as an attorney, but 
of these no signed bill had been delivered pursuant to the above 





statute. Lord Denman, C.J., in giving the judgment of the 
Court, said, “the defendant contended that so much of this: 
account as related to the bill of costs was to be excluded from 
the consideration of the jury, because no signed bill had been 

delivered to him. We think that this objection is not well 
founded, for the neglect to deliver such a bill merely prevents 

an attorney from recovering the amount by action, but it does 

not bar the debt.” 

This principle is in accordance with the older authorities on 
the subject, as well as perfectly consistent with common sense. 
Because, as was said by Williams, J., in Brown v. Tibbetts, “ it 
would be a monstrous thing if a man who is indebted to his 
attorney should be allowed to recover a debt against him, be- 
cause the attorney has not delivered a signed bill of costs with- 
in one month previous to his pleading to the action.” 


Master anv Servant—Truck Act (1 & 2 Wut. 4, c. 37) 
Archer v. James, Ex. C. 10, W. R. 489. 


Ever since the reign of King Edward IV. has the Legis- 
lature imposed certain restrictions upon employers of work- 
men to prevent them from paying wages otherwise than in the 
current coin of the realm. This statute of Edw. 4, c. 4, 
was followed by numerous enactments to the same effect, which 
were applied first to one branch of manufacture and then in 
succession to others, as experience and the ss of manu- 
factures dictated, until these statutes embraced nearly the whole 
of the manufacturers of England. They established the obli- 
gation as well as enforced the custom of uniformly paying the 
whole wages of artificers in the current coin of the 
They were finally collected and consolidated by the present 
Truck Act (1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 37) (per Byles, J. in Archer v. 
James). 

The “truck system” as it is called, was the evil which this 
statute was intended toobviate. This system, which consisted 
in the payment of wages, either altogether, or in part, in goods, 
was manifestly disadvantageous to the artificer, because it com- 
pelled him to take such goods at his master’s own valuation. 
And so that statute (1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 37) most distinctly 
prohibits the payment in certain trades of wages in goods or 
otherwise than in the current coin of the realm, and it pro- 
ceeds to enact that any other contract for that pu , made 
otherwise than is there directed, shall be illegal, null, and void.. 
The 23rd section of the same Act authorises, in certain cases, 
the employer to make stoppages or deductions from the wages 
of the artificer, but these ges or deductions are in no case 
to be made, except in writing signed by the artificer. In 
Chawner v. .Cummings, 8 Q. B. 311, 10 Jur. 454), the 
Court of Queen’s Bench held, that certain charges and deduc- 
tions made according to the usage of the trade, in estimating 
the wages due to an artificer were not prohibited by the pro- 
visions of this Act; these deductions consisted of charges not 
made in writing, for the rent of frames, &c. used by the work- 
man in the manufactory where he was employed, and also a 
small per-centage to be deducted from his wages when they 
exceeded a certain sum. The Court there detided that these 
deductions were merely a method of calculating the amount of 
wages due to the workmen, and were not consequently rendered 
illegal under the prohibitory clauses of the Act. “It is to be 
observed,” says Lord Denman C.J.,in giving judgment in that 
case, ‘that payment otherwise than in money is alone prohi- 
bited. Deductions and stoppages are nowhere mentioned or 
alluded to before the 23rd section. Then are these deductions 
in the nature of a payment at all? It seems to us to be the 
mode of calculating the amount of wages, and nothing more.” 

The case of Archer v. James, before the Court of Ex- 
chequer Chamber, was in effect an appeal against the decision 
in Chawner v. Cummings. The circumstances in each case 
were so nearly identical, the principles involved arising from 
the dispute as to the legality of certain c' and deductions 
made under the same statute (1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 37), upon a 
similar state of facts in each case, that the practical question to 
be solved in Archer v. James was whether or not the de- 
cision in Chawner v. Cummings should stand. The judges in 
the Exchequer Chamber being equally divided in opinion, 
the principle enunciated by Lord man was upheld. 
According to the well-known rule in construing statutes, “that a 
remedial law ought to receive a liberal and a penal law a 
strict interpretation,” it has been said, with respect to this 
statute (1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 37), inasmuch as it interferes with 
the common law rights between masters and servants in making 
their contracts, that it ought to be construed strictly. At the 
same time, when we find that the case of Chawner v. Cummings, 
decided so long ago, has been acted upon to so great an extent, 
and that on the faith of this decision, numerous settlements of 
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accounts and: contracts have taken place, which, if disturbed, 
would: give rise to a multiplicity of suits; and would create 

confusion and complexity in the arrangement: of 
affairs between the employer and the employed, we cannot 
help agreeing with the judgment of Bramwell, B., in Archer v. 
James, where he says, alluding to Chawner v,. Cummings, “ If 
ever there was.a case in which it was better to persist:in the 
wrong construction of a statute (if this has beén wrongly con- 
strued, which I deny), chis is the case.” 


MUNICIPAL LAW. 
Liasiuity oF Surveror or Hicoway—Acts or NONFEA- 
SANCE. 
Young v. Davison and Another, Ex., 10 W. R.. 524. 

It was laid down in the case of Russell v. Men of Devon, 
2 T. R, 667, that an action would not lie against the inhabitants 
of a county for not repairing a ‘‘county bridge,” on the 
ground: that there was no process by which they could be com- 
pelled to appear to the writ, as the county was not a corpora- 
tion, and, therefore, the damages, if recoverable, would have to 
be levied on one or two individuals, who would have no means 
of reimbursing themselves, except by actions against. others, 
and this would occasion a multiplicity of suits. Before the 
passing of the Highway Act (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50) the only 
remedy against the parish by which they might be compelled 
to repair the highway under their controul was by an indict- 
ment. No action for this purpose would lie at. common law. 
The general rule of law, as expounded by the House of Lords 
ia.the case of Henley v. Mayor and B of Lyme Regis, 
8 Bligh. 690, was that whenever an indictment could be sus- 
tained against an individual or a corporation for something 
done to the general damage of the public, an action on the 
case could be maintained for a special damage done to an in- 
dividual, as in the ordinary case of an obstruction in the high- 
way, or by default of a person bound to repair ratione tenure 
(per Pollock, C.B.,iu M’Kinnon v. Penson, 8 Ex. 319). It wasde- 
cided in M’Kinnon v. Penson, in the Exchequer Chamber, con- 
firming the Court below, that an action would not lie against 
the surveyor of a county bridge for an injury occasioned to an 
individual by reason of the bridge being out of repair under 
the 43 Geo. 3, c. 59. A similar question arose in the case of 
Young v. Davison—viz., whether, under the provisions of the 
Highway Act a similar action would lie against a county sur- 
veyor for the non-repair of the highway under his controul. It 
was contended that since the passing of that Act the obligation 
of repairing the highway had been transferred fromthe inhabi- 
tants.to the surveyors of the parish, and that wherever there 
was a duty, a violation of such duty, and a special injury, an 
action would lie. On the other hand, it was said that where 
anything wrong in itself is done by an agent, at the bidding of 
his principal, both are responsible; but in the case of a duty 
that is left undone, it is otherwise. The duty of the employed 





is to the employer, the duty of the employer to the public. | 


Besides, it was urged that under the provisions of the High- 
way Act, the propriety of repair was to be decided by justices 
of the peace; and it could never be intended to leave this ques- 
tion to be determined by a jury upon the: happening of every 
accident, This latter view was.adopted by the Court of Ex- 
chequer. Pollock, C.B., in deciding in that case, that:an ac- 
tion would not lie against a county surveyor for an injury 
caused to an individual by neglect of the repair of the highway 
under the Highway Act, said—*“ Taking this Act section by 
section, there seems no reason to suppose that the Legislature 
intended to make the surveyor personally responsible for any 
road, which in the opinion of a jury might be deemed out of 
repair.” 


a 
we 


Correspondence. 





Soricrrors’ Vo_untger Corps. 


Your correspondent seems to be unaware that a. meeting for 
the purpose he suggests was held in the hall of the Law Society, 
in. July, 1859. It is true it was- confined to members'of the 
society, was not very numerously attended, and the movement 
was then in its infancy; but for all this, and although then op- 
posed to it, I am now inclined to think that the decision arrived: 
at was correct, and would still be ratified: by the profession at 
large.. It was, “‘ That the meeting highly approved of the for- 
mation. of rifle corps, and was. of opinion that the profession 
would best: assist and give effect to the gefleral movement by 


joining the particular corps which. afforded the readiest. and: 
ensiest. means for drill and practice,” A reportiof the meeting, 





was published in your paper at the time. Your correspondent 
has.no right to.say:that the solicitors have done nothing for the 
defence of their countrys. I think he will hardly find a corps 
which does not.number them and their clerks among its mem- 
bers. In my own corps there are several solicitors: who are 
content to serve in the ranks. Let him go andido likewise. 
May 17, 1862. E. J.B, 





Your will find in the Solicitors' Journal for 
July, 1859, some notices of an attempt then made.to.form a 


corps. 

Though the principal resolution was moved by the president 
and supported by members of the council of the Incorporated 
Law. Society, an amendment was carried to the effect that it 
was better'to support: local corps. You then observed that 
there was some reason to question the expediency of the amend- 
ment, and that’ you were not aware whether it would be con- 
sidered as embodying the final determination of the profession. 

I shall be happy to give your correspondent particulars of 
what took place, and’I send my name for that pu 

Guil Chambers, E:C. May 17. Picocsen; 





Had your. correspondent. brought the subject.of the forma- 
tion of a “ solicitors’ volunteer corps” before your legal sub- 
scribers earlier,.it would doubtless have received their hearty 
concurrence and.support. 

I fear it is. now too. late to attempt such a thing, on the 

d that avast number of articled clerks and solicitors are 
already volunteers.and have figured in the ranks of the different 
corps in the kingdom since the commencement of the volun - 
teer movement; and I do: not think it would be just in an 
officer or a. private to resign his commission or desert his 
comrades for the purpose of supporting a movement so late 
brought into the field. 

Your supeenet says that the solicitors and: articled 
clerks “ have absolutely nothing for the defence of their 
country.” I think upon inquiry he will find that a.vast.num- 
ber.of those gentlemen are volunteers, and have been from the - 
very first, and not. like your correspondent, who appears. to 
have only just made up his mind to give so noble a movement 
his patronage and es 

Being a member of the profession and a constant reader of 
your journal, I trouble you with this letter. G. T..S. 

May 19,1862. 





I was thinking-of addressing you on this subject, whem: my 
attention was called to your correspondent’s letter in last week’s 
Journal. Having attended the review at Epsom last Saturday, 
I was much struck with the soldierly bearing of the * Devil’s 
Own,” and I could not help feeling that the: solicitors of 
London’ were sadly behind-hand in this movement. If the 
ranks of the Inns.of Court Corps were thrown open to our 
branch of the profession, very many would, I know, join at once. 
The original corps, formed about half a century ago, I be- 
lieve, included. both branches of the profession, and surely 
the general status of solicitors is as good now as it was then. 
What possible reason can there now be, therefore, for the 
“ Devil’s Own” being composed exclusively of members and 
students of the Bar? A Loxpow Souicrror. 

May 21, 1862. ’ 


Will you allow me to offer a suggestion with regard to the 
letter of your correspondent on “ Solicitors’ Volunteer Corps.” 
We are not the only body of professional men who have neg- 
lected to organise a rifle corps. The medical profession is in 
this respect in the same backward condition as our own, 
although their numbers are greatly superior, and their oppor- 
tunities equal. Would it not, therefore, be as well if the legal 
and medical professions should join forces, and between them, 
organise a really. numerous and dashing corps? 

ANOTHER WHO WOULD JOIN IMMEDIATELY. 

20th May, 1862. 








Tue New Basxrurrey Acr,—Ricur or Exgcurion 
CREDITOR To Costs. 

I shall-feél obliged by the opinion of any of your readers on 
the operation of sect, 73 of the new Bankruptey Act on the 
following case: 

A., a trader; was sued; a short time since, for a debt of £100, 
secured by the: joint and’ several promissory note of himself 
and his-surety, the latter being a solvent and responsible person. 
An execution against’ the: of A. was issued in November 
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last, and notice of their intended sale by auction was adver- 
tised in compliance with the requirements of seet. 74 of the 
new Act. On the day preceding that for which the sale was 
advertised, A. was adjudicated bankrapt on his own petition, 
and on the day of the sale, directly after it was commenced by 
the auctioneer, the messenger under the bankruptcy took pos 
session of the goods, and authorised the continuance of th the 
sale for the benefit of the assignees; and the official assignee 
attached to the district court of bankruptcy afterwards applied 
to the auctioneer for the proceeds of the sale. Before the money 
could be remitted the bankruptcy was transferred to the 
county court. The sheriff also applied to the auctioneer for 
the proceeds of the sale, and threatened him with an action if 
he withheld the money. It has now been paid to the solicitor 
of the creditors’ assignee, who is also the attorney of the exe- 
eution creditor, aud he claims for the latter the right of being 
paid the costs of the action, and the sheriff's poundage and 
other fees. 

Sect. 133, still unrepealed, of 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, declares 
valid executions against the goods and chattels of any bank- 
rupt bond fide levied by seizure and sale before the date of the 
fiat or filing of the petition. 

Sect. 78 of the new Bankruptcy Act makes an execution 
levied by seizure and sale for a debt or money demand 
ing £50 an act of bankruptey, and then provides that unless 
in the meantime a petition for adjudication of bank 
against the debtor be presented, the sheriff shall proceed with 
the execution, and after seven days from the sale pay over the 
proceeds to the execution creditor, and that in ease of bank- 
ruptey the costs and os Sarge shall be retained and paid out of 
the proceeds of the 

In-the mestilag 2 aa it will-be observed that the adjudiea- 
tion anticipated the sale; and it appears to be the plain 
rreaning of the section to give costs to execution creditors 
only who have actually sold before bankruptey. This was, 
doubtless, the position of an execution creditor before the 
new Act, and its apparent object is to restrain, not to en- 
large, his privileges. Is there any valid argument, t 
sustainable, under these cireumstanees, on behalf of the 
execution creditor, by which he may be brought within the 
last proviso of the section, and so be entitled to his costs 
and expenses? I am unable to see any, and shall be obliged 
by any of your readers suggesting anything pro y poomy 

CTPOR. 


Depatine Society ror Unarricrep Law CLERKS. 
Can you issform me (through the medium of your Journal) 
if there exists in London any debating or discussion society 
or meetings for law clerks (unarticled)? By so doing you will 
oblige A CLERK TO A SURSCRIBER TO THE 
2ist May, 1862. Soricitrors’ JOURNAL. 





ArRTICLED CLERKS EXAMINATION. 

Will you or any subscriber kindly inform me on the follow- 
ing query :— 

“As I understand the rules of July, 1861, persons under 
articles of clerkship executed after Ist January, 1861, 
shall be examined either in one of the two terms next 
before, or one of the two terms next after one-half of his term 
of service, and that the books selected for examination in each 
year may be obtained from the seere‘ary of the examiners, in 
the month of July in the previous year. Easter term, 1863, 
therefore, being the first term for conducting the examination 
consistently with the above rules, and July next the month for 
obtaining from the seeretary the books selected forthe ex- 
amination, I am at a loss to understand why (as appears in 
your Journal of last week) the examiners have 
Tuesday, the 10th of June, for conducting such er aa 


a 


Colonial Tribunals and Jurisprudence 





INDIA. 
Tus New Pena Cops, 
In the Solicitors’ Journal of the 9th of March, 1861, we 
gave some account of the General Penal Code. for British 
India, which came into operation on the Ist of May, 1861. 


The draft was originally prepared by the Indian Law Com-. 


missioners, when Lord Macaulay was president of that body; 
and it was, after some alterations, enacted in the year 1860, 
It is cova the boldest attempt at codification which has 


—___— 





yet been made within her Fag a he dominions, and it has 
some features, y frame-work and general 
plan, which are -well ais of consideration, There 
has already been sufficient experience of its operation 
to form an opinion of its practical ‘merits; and upon 
the whole ‘there can fon ee doubt that its effect has been 
altogether beneficial, except in respect of one or two 
crimes, the provisions relating to which require reconsid- 
eration. We allude to the clauses relating to the punishment 
of adultery and “ offences relating to religion.” No 
knows anything one who of the character of Mahome- 
danism and idolatry, so far as the relation of the sexes 
is concerned, will doubt that adultery is fearfully com- 
mon in India. Half of the murder cases that come 
before our criminal courts arise from the injured husband 
taking the law into his own hands. The Penal Code 
not only makes adultery a criminal offence, but follows the 
Mahomedan law only so far as to let the adulteress go free 
while it punishes the adulterer. Thus both native and Euro- 
pean law is violated, and the result is that our courts are 
threatened with a deluge of adultery cases, Already they 
have come before the police and supreme courts of Cal- 
cutta, and in one court in the interior three com- 
plaints of the kind were preferred in one week; in which 
the magistrate effected a compromise between the parties. 
The annoyance and evil arising from the “ religious offences ” 
chapter threaten to be even greater. Already the Supreme 
Court is becoming an arena for caste disputes, and the native 
mind is stirred to its depths by seeing two men punished for 
abusing Parisnath, the idol of the Jains, when a party were ac- 
conpenying a corpse to the Burning Ghat. The most bea 
evidence was given in the court, which was so crowded 
natives and their children. that the judge reproved the former, 
and ordered the latter to withdraw. The 298th section of the 
Code says, “ Whoever, with the deliberate intention of wound- 
ing the religions feelings of any person, utters any word or 
makes any sound in the hearing of that person, &c,,” shall be 
imprisoned, with or without hard labour, for not more 
than one year, or fined,or both. It is true ths law com- 
missioners who first drew up the Code say, in Po marc 
that they wish to allow all fair latitude to religious dis- 
cussion, and that a warm expression in the heat of 
con ‘in faith’ for the purpose of vindicating: one’s 
own religion will not be punishable, But we know what 
Indian judges in the interior are, and, though the English 
missionary would be safe under the protection of .an English 
magistrate, nothing would be easier than to trump mp an accu- 
sation under this clause against a native Christian geome 4 
and to have him imprisoned by a native —_—— It is fe 
that the true policy is for a Christian Government not to 
attempt to decide in cases involving points of heathenism an 
immorality of which it cannot, even if it ought to, take in- 
telligent cognizance, and to refuse to deal with any caste or 
religious disputes which do not provoke a breach of the peace. 


We take the following from the Bombay Saturday Review :— 

“The great event of the week in Bombay has been the con- 
clusion of the Maharaj libel case. The verdict in favour of 
the defendant has given general satisfaction. "We were glad to 
notice that Sir Joseph Arnould, in his judgment, more _— 
compensated Dr, Wilson for the sneers of the Maharaj’s princ 
pal counsel, by alluding to him as a witness who, although } he 
did not give his evidence with that quickness and clearness 





which, perhaps, 2 shallower man-would have shown, pr by 
his answers to the questions put to him, that he had s' 
the subject with that care and profound learni which has 


made the name of Dr, Wilson known as that of one of ‘the 
foremost oriental scholars of the age. Sir Joseph also cen- 
sured, in very pointed language, the conduct, tnt the trial, of 
Mr. Narayen Dinanathj nanathjee, one of the interpreters of the Su- 
preme Court, who said the-puisne justice had, in interpretin 
some of the answers of witnesses, been more careful to 

the interests of his religion than to do his duty to the: 

allow, well .de- 
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of the case, the liberty of the press and the cause of morality 
would never have been so signally vindicated as they have been 
by the judgment of the Supreme Court. Mr. Anstey has only 
been in Bombay for two years, but his success at the bar in 
that short time has been without a parallel since the days of 
William Howard. That success too, we show no partiality 
in saying was well deserved. By his independence, his elo- 
quence, and his great acquirements as a lawyer, Mr. Anstey 
has raised the character of the Bombay bar; and we hope 
that, after a short stay in Europe, he may be able to return 
to us with restored health, and to win fresh triumphs in our 
High Court.” 





Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


FRANCE. 
Mrres’ Case. 


Amongst the different hypotheses in relation to the recent 
unexpected acquittal of M. Mires, one of the most plausible 
is the following:—The Court of Douai had made known to the 
Ministry of Justice that it could not refuse Mirés the report he 
demanded, upon which the answer was returned from Paris that 
such a proceeding would be disagreeable to the Government, 
inasmuch as it would revive obnoxious debates. On this the 
Court preferred acquitting the defendant purely and simply, to 
incurring the reproach of a refusal of justice. But this version 
does not explain why the judges have taken the trouble of de- 
veloping in their very lengthy sentence all the particular counts 
of accusation, for the purpose of summing up with an acquittal. 
The attitude of the Court during the debates gave but little 
reason to anticipate such a minutely detailed conclusion of the 
action. 

The Courrier de Dimanche, in commenting on the subject, 
says, “‘The mind absolutely refuses to understand how a 
banking operation which consists of receiving scrip and shares 
as security for advances of money givos the right to realise 
ipso facto, and by the very delivery of scrip and shares, the 
expropriation of the borrower, and thus to disregard all the 
rules framed for the protection of the contract of guarantee. 
When we see the Code Civil apply with so much precision the 
rules of security to things that, being lent, or leased, may be 
replaced by things of a like nature (choses fongibles, Code 
Civil, art. 2,074); when we see it prescribe in express terms 
that ‘every clause which would anthorise the creditor to ap- 
propriate to his own use the security lodged in his hands, or to 
dispose of it without the formalities indicated, is null and void; 
and when we see added, in order to remove all doubt, that 
‘even in case of the expropriation of the debtor, if such should 
take place, the debtor shall continue to be the proprietor of 
what he has lodged as a pledge, and which, in the hands of the 
creditor, is merely a deposit securing the privilege of the 
latter;’ when we see all this, we cannot admit that 
a simple bank custom, however general it be, can, by the 
interpretation of a banker, take the form of an account 
current in virtue of the tenour more or less vague of a receipt, 
and thus substitute for all the precautions established by law 
for the protection of the security the forms of a simple account 
current.” 

The judgment of the Court directs that all the documents 
which had been seized should be returned without expense. 
The chest which contained them is of colossal size, and 
weighs more than 600lb. What is also colossal in the affair 
is the expense of the trial: the verification alone has cost 
22,000f., and the mere copying of the documents which Mirés 
required for his defence, 7,000f. Although the judicial ex- 
penses are borne by the State, the trial has cost the accused 
more than 200,000f. 





Laws OF MARRIAGE AND Divorces. 


The Court of Cassation recently decided that a marriage 
contracted with a convict in ignorance of his real character 
cannot be annulled. The decision was given in a case of Ber- 
thon v. Berthon, which is one of great hardship and interest. 
Maile. Herbin, 2 young lady of family, in 1857 married, 
with the consent of her parents, the defendant Berthon. They 
lived happily together for three years, and then the young 
wife made the awful discovery that her husband was a convict, 
having at the age of seventeen been sentenced to fifteen years 
in the galleys as an accomplice in a murder. She racer ame | 


left him, and instituted the suit, which, after ing throug 
two or three courts, has been finally determined against her. 








The Imperial Court of Paris a short time ago gave judginent 
on an appeal from a decision of the Civil Tribunal of the 
Seine, in a suit involving the question of the rights of foreigners 
marrying French persons in France. The circumstances of the 
case were briefly as follows:— 

In 1828, a native of the Duchy of Coburg, named Mann, 
who had long resided in France, married a young Frenchwoman 
named Robert, without signing any contract respecting the 
civil conditions of the marriage. In 1829 a son was the fruit 
of this union, who, in due time, stood his chance for the con- 
scription, and in the year after he came of age claimed and 
obtained the rights of a French citizen, according to Article 9 
of the Code Napoleon. Meanwhile a separation had taken 
place between the husband and wife, who both continued to 
reside in Paris, the son being with his mother. In 1861 the 
latter died, and when the usual inventory of the personal 
property of both parties was made out, the widower repeatedly 
declared that he had acted in virtue of the legal community of 
goods existing between him and his deceased wife, according to 
the French law, there being no contract of marriage; but he 
obstinately refused to give any account of the investments of 
capital belonging to either himself or his wife; and, when the . 
inventory was completed, affirmed on oath that he had not 
taken or concealed any proporty belonging to the common 
estate. It was afterwards discovered, however, that he had 
kept back fifty-seven nominative bonds of the Southern Railway, 
and these securities were then claimed by the son. In opposition 
to that demand the father pleaded his quality of foreigner, and 
maintained that, according tothe laws of his own country, he 
was entitled to the bonds for his life, and this notwithstanding 
that,in the inventory of personal property of the marriage he 
had claimed the benefit of the French laws in the matter. 

The case was accordingly brought before the Civil Tribunal, 
which decided that, as the father had taken advantage of the 
French legislation so long as it suited his interests, the same 
legislation must be applied throughout, and accordingly it or- 
dered the bonds in question to be delivered to the son. 
Against this judgment the father appealed; but the Court, after 
hearing counsel, decided that it must be confirmed. 


er 
Tue Law or LANDLORD AND TENANT. 


A short time since an application was made to the President 
of the Civil Tribunal by M. Marmuse, a cutler of the Bazaar 
du Temple, for the purpose of obtaining an order to compel his 
landlord to abate an alleged nuisance, interfering with the peace- 
able occupation of his shop. The applicant's counsel stated 
that his client had taken a shop on lease in the bazaar, which 
had been fitted up exclusively for commercial purposes, but 
that M. Thirier, the proprietor, recently let a part of it to the 
exhibitors of a learned fish or rather a seal. That change had 
not only partially masked his client’s shop, but several gas- 
lights had been suppressed, and his client was so annoyed by 
incessant drumming during the day, and the flashing of elec- 
tric lights by night, that his position had become unbearable. 
He therefore demanded that an expert should be named to re- 
port on the measures required to obviate the annoyance for the 
future, and to estimate the indemnity due for the injury already 
done. The landlord’s. counsel opposed the application, and 
declared that the exibition did no injury whatever to M. Mar- 
muse, but must rather benefit him by making his shop better 
known to the public. After hearing a brief reply from the 
other side, the President decided that there were no grounds 
for granting the order demanded. 


ProposeD ALTERATIONS IN THiE CoDE NAPOLEON 


A bill is in progress through the Corps Legislatif for re- 
forming the penal code, and among other things it is proposed, 
under the pretext of reducing certain offences now classed as 
crimes to the head of misdemeanours, to withdraw a large 
category of cases from trial by jury. The proposal is also 
made to punish any libel or caricature of a magistrate, al- 
though not published, just the same as an insult to a judge in 
open court. It is intended, however, to bring pas amend- 
ments, proposing not only to maintain, but to extend, the 
present system of trial by jury, to suppress altogether the 
clause relating to unpublished libels, and to extend the power 
of the courts to admit “ extenuating circumstances ” in all cases 
whatsoever. As the law at present stands there are a great 
many offences as to which the Court has no discretion in 
awarding punishment, it being the received doctrine that the 
benefit of “‘ extenuating circumstances” cannot be given in 
cases not provided for by the Code Napoleon, except by ex- 
press enactment. 
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The Monde. Judiciaire says:—“ The visit to England which 
the Procureur-General, M. Chaix d’Est-Ange, lately made, 
has given rise to numerous comments, It is known that the 
object of the journey was to examine the English system of de- 
tentive imprisonment and the expeditious performance of 
judicial affairs; but what was not generally known is, the first 
idea that suggested it. It is said that some years ago an exiled 
prince, then residing in London, perceived on returning to his 
hotel that his purse had been stolen. The next morning, a 
policeman brought him his stolen property, saying: ‘ The man 
who robbed you yesterday was arrested nearly at the moment 
when he quitted you; was taken to the station, thence to the 
police court, and was committed for trial, and being tried in 
the course of the day was condemned to several months’ im- 
prisonment, and has already commenced to undergo his punish- 
ment. Struck with this judicial celerity, the prince promised 
himself that if one day fortune should restore him to power, he 
would endeavour to naturalise in his own country such pro- 
ceedings of prompt and sound justice.” 





ITALY. 
Tue Law or Bankruptcy. 

FLORENCE.—The great want of the merchants here is some 
Court to protect their interests in the case of the failure of 
any of their customers. The bankrupt law is in truth a dead 
letter, or rather it acts only for the benefit ‘of the bankrupt 
himself. As soon as a trader finds that business is going 
against him, credit getting bad, or creditors pressing, he calls 
in a friend who truly may be called “ Amicus Curis,” as he 
acts for the benefit of the bankrupt with the fuil and friendly 
permission of the Court. To this individual the bankrupt 
consigns a large part of his stock; to some other friend his 
villa; to his clerk a depdt in some other street, or the stores of 
another shop, if he happens to have speculated, as is often the 
case, in more trades than one. Formerly the wife was the 
consignee of the bulk of the property, which she retained under 
the specious title of “ settlement;” but the law has been so far 
modified that the wife is made liable with her husband, unless 
the settlements are proved to be clearly and distinctly anterior 
to the marriage. The first-named friend then proceeds to 
make the trader “ bankrupt” (he is, of course, stated to be the 
largest creditor, usually on bills), and gets himself named 
“agente” (assignee) to the estate by means of a friendly 
application to the “Judice dei'Fallimenti.” It is then the 
business of the agent to make up the balance sheet, which he 
does from such memoranda, notes, or papers, as it may be the 
pleasure of the bankrupt to give him; for by a curious laxity 
of the law, which, indeed, renders nugatory the whole inquiry, 
traders are not expected to keep, and cannot be compelled to 
produce, any books, accounts, or even bills of goods bought or 
sold. Having made out a “ Dr. and Cr.,” which cannot be ex- 
pected to be very hard on the “friend who has been unfor- 
tunate,” the agente then has to persuade the creditors to accept 
the composition offered, which, as they have no possible means 
of knowing the real state of the case, they generally and wisely 
do, after the usual grumbling and haggling. The agente by 
authority of the judge, then appears as “ syndic,” or manager 
of the estate. From that point all is obscurity; nothing is 
heard more of the proceedings; and the bankrupt, rising like 
a mercantile phoenix from the ashes of his late unfortunate 
8 ations, comes forth as pure as a dove, and soars higher 
ever in the commercial sky. Some lucky speculators 

have failed six, eight, or ten times. 


It is true that if you doubt the bond fide nature of a trans- 
action, you can oppose it; but in order to do so, you must 
proceed criminally against your debtor. Now the proceedings 
in criminal law, if not so absolutely ruinous here as an appeal 
to justice in England, are sufficiently expensive to frighten an 
Italian, and deter any thinking man from throwing good money 
after bad. Nor is this all—nor, indeed, is it the chief reason 
that so few bankrupts are opposed. Here is the great cause of 
the long-suffering and patience of creditors. .If you cannot 
obtain your conviction—and it is no easy matter, amidst the 
laws, the customs, which are as strong as laws, and the tricks 
of trade, to trace out a fraudulent transaction—the defendant 
turns round on the plaintiff, brings his action for defamation, and 
getsdamages. This is the ordinary result of an opposition; and 
therefore when, as lately happened, a trader fails for a million, 
not one of his creditors says a word, and the affair is patched 
up by his self-made “agente.” Among other incongruities in 
the Leopoldine law is this, that an Italian who is not a trader 
cannot be arrested for debt. If the creditor arrests his debtor 





he pays for his living in prison, and has to pay in advance. 
Employés, clerks, &c., are free from arrest. In the meanwhile 
any foreigner can be arrested without warning, notice, or trial, 
provided that the creditors and a friend will swear that they 
believe the debtor “is going to leave-Florence,” which, as no 
time is fixed, and few strangers could swear that they never 
intended to quit Florence again, opens the door to a curious 
amount of injustice to “ the strangers within the gates” of Flo- 
rence—to which strangers, by the way, the shopkeepers of 
Florence owe their whole business, as the hotel-keepers and 
others of that class owe their very existence. Capital punish- 
ment is not recognised by the Tuscan code. 


™ 
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Societies and Enstitutions. 


LONDON AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 

The annual general meeting of the proprietors in this society 
was held at the offices in Fleet-street, on the 16th ult. Mr. He 
James R. Hope Scott, Q.C., chairman, presided. ‘ 

The Actuary (Mr. A. Day) read the advertisement conven- 
ing the meeting and the report, The balance-sheet was taken 
as read. 

The CHAIRMAN rose to move the first. resolution:—“ That 
the report just read, together with the balance-sheet therein 
referred to, be received and adopted, and that the same be open 
for inspection by the proprietors at the society's offices for one 
month from this day.” As it washis duty to move the report, 
he must say he could not do so without making complaint of 
it; for the report placed him in about as disagreeable a posi- 
tion as he could imagine. ‘It was disagreeable because, as a 
chairman who was expected to make a long explanatory speech, 
he could not find anything at all to say. But the fact was 
that this society moved in such a smooth and gradual manner 
that there was nothing to be spoken about. He believed that 
the general success of the society might be attributed to three 
causes, all simple but not always attainable—viz., to the selec- 
tion of good lives, the means of excellent investment, and very 
cheap management. If these three things were attended to, 
he apprehended that any assurance society would prosper, 
Certainly, he had no reason to complain of their progress up 
to the present time, though in some small degree they had not 
done quite so well as they had when he had the honour of mov- 
ing the adoption of the report last year. At that time he 
called attention to one item which they could not expect to 
continue in the same favourable position as it had done, and 
that was the amount of claims. The past year had shown 
that he was perfectly justified in making that remark, for the 
claims had been slightly in excess of the calculation, Now, 
although he could not add materially to the statements con- 
tained in the report, yet he could amplify and give in greater. 
detail what was there stated, which might be matter of interest 
to some of the proprietors. The first statement was that, 
during the year 1861 155 new policies were issued, assuring 
the sum of £152,100, at premiums amounting to £6,077 4s. 3d., 
which were stated not to be equal to the preceding year, al- 
though they exeeeded in amount the average new premiums of 
the previous five years by nearly £1,000. Now, in the year 
1860, to which reference was made in the report, as being a 
year in which there was a greater amount of assurances than 
the present, the new premiums amounted to £8,296 2s, 10d., in 
which was included about £2,000 of single premiums for special 
contingencies, while, in the year 1861, the single premiums 
were only about £700. The next subject was that the average 
amount of the sums assured by new policies was still main- 
tained at a high rate, being a little under £1,000. Last yeas, 
possibly from the circumstance of single assurance, the amount 
seemed to have been higher. He thought it reached as much 
as £1,200 last year, but this year it was certainly not so high, 
although he thought it still stood at £981, while under all the 

licies hitherto issued £1,003 was the average. So that. they 

ad no great reason to complain on the subject oF new policies. 
He should next call attention to the analysis of the business of 
1861, and he did se entrner: Boag pene 9 per ge wed 
active part in the p: i , 
inceal Asan freely speak of the conduct of the directors in 
this respect. The total sum assured in 1860 amounted to 
£152,100, of which amount the business introduced by the 





_ directors was £49,900, or 32°8 per cent. It must be - 


ing to the proprietors to find they had a board of directors 
at once showed their own. confidence in the society, and were 
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Successful in the way of introducing others; whilst at the | auditors were the officers of the proprietors, more properly 


Same time their thanks were due to the shareholders for having 


ht them 24 per cent. So that there was 56 per cent. of | 


broug 
the whole of the policies of the past year due either to the 
directors or shareholders of the society, indicating their confi- 
dence in its stability and showing their interest in its prosperity. 
He could say for the directors that that was not the only indi- 
cation of the interest they took in the affairs of the society. 
He came here on the present occasion and found everything in 
excellent order: the state of investments was admirable, and 
the business introduced by the board had been in co large a 
per-centage as he had just stated. He then came to the pre- 
mium income of the year, which was nearly £40,000, and the 
income from all sources exceeded £50,000. Of course, in any 
company the charges of management increased with the busi- 
ness; but in this society, exclusive of commission, these charges 
were only £2,422 18s. 2d., being scarcely more than 6 per cent. 
on the premium income. This was one of the three elements 
to which he had alluded—cheap management. Certainly to 
have a business like this with an income of £50,000 a-year, 
managed at about 6 per cent. on the premium income, that 
was very creditable indeed to the managers. They next came 
to consider the question of the claims. Here the inevitable 
result of averages struck them. The claims by death during 
this year had been £21,178 which, however, included £1,328 
of bonus additions, and the estimate upon which they ought 
to have had people die was £20,000. In previous years they 
had never reached the estimate, and the excess at present was 
certainly not alarming, being merely an increase of £1,178. 
The next statement related to the annuities, upon which no 
comment was necessary. Of course these were matters which 
depended a great deal upon the chapter of accidents, and 
regarding which they seemed to have been fortunate this year. 
The next paragraph, again, related to the assets of the society, 
and required no particular comment. The increase in the year 
exceeded £14,000. In the previous year an addition was made 
‘of £19,000; but he had spoken of the exceptional nature of 
some of the premiums, and there were other circumstances 
which would account for the increase. He then proceeded to 
the paragraph relating to the investments of the society, which 
was another of the elements to which he referred, and was con- 
ducing very largely to the interest of the society, The rate of 
interest yielded by the investments was £4 11s. 3d. per cent., 
and that not upon speculative securities, but upon those of a 
very solid kind. In the account they would find the figures to 
which this sum related, making a total of investments, includ- 
ing money at the bankers and in hand of £248,000. The 
figures would run rather more than that, but then they were 
deductions to be made upon the price of Consols, Annuities, &c., 
without including any current interest on premiums due on 
the 31st of December, 1861. Some of the investments were of 
ourse at considerably lower rate of interest than that stated. 
They were not at uniform rates, but the purchase of reversionary 
interests and so forth equalised the different sums, and brought 
them to the amount of £4 11s, 3d. He was happy to be able 
to inform the shareholders there was not a single arrear of in- 
terest, as he had been assured, upon any of the investments, 
Se that the security was good and the rate of interest punc- 
tual. There was the large item in the assets of the society of 
£200,541 on mortgages and other investments, the particnlars 
of whieh could be given if any shareholder desired it. Some, 
were at 4, some at 49, and others at 5 per cent.: whilst the rest 
of the assets were either reversions on life-interests which had 
been purchased, and which, of course, were caloulated to yield 
a higher return than ordinary m , debentures, or Consols, 
He would call attention to the next paragraph in the report, 
which related to the auditors, and it had been suggested that 
this was a matter which should more properly proceed from 
one of the proprietors than from him. It referred to an in- 
reased remuneration to the auditors, The shareholders who 
—— attended once a-year were not so intimately acquainted 
ith the affairs of the society as the directors were, and were not 
#0 likely to understand the burden thrown upon the auditors by 
the increase of business, The directors, therefore, in the way 
of a suggestion, not in any way dictatory, had thought fit to in- 
troduce in the report a suggestion regarding the increase of the 
remuneration of the auditors, which he would read. The pas- 
sage was this: “‘The remuneration to each of the auditors, 
as fixed at a former 1 meeting, has been five guineas. 
“The directors submit for consideration whether the time has 
mot arrived for some addition being made to the present 
amount, in consideration of the increase of the auditors’ labours. 
The directors pear ney the proprietors to take 
the matter into i at this meeting.” Now these 








speaking, than they were of the directors, who thought it was 
sufficient to bring the matter before the proprietors, inasmuch 
as they must know more about the matter. It was suggested 
whether the remuneration should not be increased to ten 
guineas for the future. The rest of the report related to 
the retirement of certain directors by rotation, all of 
whom were eligible for re-election, and he deeply desired to see 
them all re-elected. The last paragraph had reference to the 
feeling of the directors with regard to the interests of the 
society, which he thought their past conduct sufficiently showed 
to have been candid, strong, and well-directed, and he knew 
that if the proprietors continued to put their confidence in 
them they would be amply repaid for it. 

Mr. H. S. Law (Deputy-Chairman) seconded the adoption 
of the report. 

Mr. Smrru observed that there were out in and 
other investments £200,541, besides other moneys, the dividend 
and interest amounting to £9,761. Might he ask what rate of 
interest these mortgages bore? 

The Cuatnman.—There are £32,000 at 4 per cent.; £20,000 
at 43 per cent.; £115,487 18s. at 5 per cent.; £9,624 1s, 2d. at 
5} per cent.; £1,300 at 6 per cent,: making £178,411 19s, 2d., 
and the difference between that and the £200,541 4s. 1d. is 
made up by purchases of reversions, life-interests, and 60 on. 
The average is calculated so as to give the general returns, 
£4 11s, 3d., as stated in the body of the report. 

Mr. Smitu.—Then I understand the other investments are 
in reversionary property? 

The CHairman.—Yes; in reversionary property and life 
interest property. 

The resolution was then put and carried unanimously. 

The Cuarnman.—The next resolution is, that Messrs. Bacon, 
Bennett, Bower, Cholmeley, Fane, Gaselee, Jones, Locke, Shaw, 
and Steward, who retire from the direction, be re-elected 
directors of the society. 

Mr. Law seconded the resolution, which was carried nem. 
con, 

The Cuarrman.—The next resolution I have to propose is, 
that Mr. Josiah T. Paul and Mr. Philip Robérts be re-elected 
auditors, the former for the assured and the latter for the 
proprietors. 

Mr. Law seconded the proposition, which was also carried 
unanimously. 

The CuarrMan said he must leave to some proprietor to 
move the resolution carrying out the suggestion made in the 
report with regard to the remuneration of the auditors. He 
certainly should not make it, as chairman, in an independent 
form, but would hand the resolution to any shareholder to pro- 
pose. He had no hesitation in saying he thought it was a fit 
paymentto be made. The idea that the auditors could continue 
at five guineas was perfectly ludicrous. The resolution be 
held in his hand proposed to raise the renumeration to £42 
between the four auditors. 

Mr. Suirn, knowing one of the auditors well, and knowing 
he had a great deal of trouble in looking over the accounts, had 
much pleasure in moving the resolution as proposed by the 
Chairman. 

Mr. Atkinson seconded the motion, which was carried 
unanimously. 

Mr. Sirs proposed a vote of thanks to the directors for the 
successful management of the affairs of the society during the 
past twelve months, coupling with it the officers ot the society. 

This was duly seconded, and carried by acclamation. 

Mr. G. O. Morgan was sure he expressed the feelings of the 
shareholders present when he rose to propose a vote of thank 
to the Chairman for the admirable py A Mere he had dis- 
charged his duty. He could not help thinking infinitely 
more pleasant it was to sit and hear him deliver his elucidatory 
speech to-day than it was to be obliged to hear one of his 
stinging replies. 

The motion having been carried with applause, the meeting 
separated. 





THE LAW ASSOCIATION. 
The forty-fifth annual general meeting of this association, 
established for the benefit of widows and families of solicitors 
in the and vicinity, was held on the 14th instant 
at the Law itution, Chancery-lane, Laurence 
Eeq., in the chair. Amongst the members present 
Messrs. Clabon, Beaumont, Gale, Giraud, W. C. 
Powys, Styan, and J. M. White. The report, 


<4 


Masterman, 
read by Mr. Boodle, the secretary, showed that 27 cases 
members’ families had been relieved during the past year 


¢ 








eS eS we NG OS 


RQ En 


ea,.e° 


o he 


RBaGP RE SSS & She HROeTSHOOS 


i-% 
we 


Sern| Peas 








May 24, 1862, THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 551 








the distribution of £935, that three new cases had been added 
to the list, and the £50 voted at the last annual general court 
for the benefit of the widows’and families of non-members had 
been distributed amongst 16 cases in sums varying from £2 to 
£10 In addition to various donations, the annual subscription, 
of 278 members amounted to £583 16s., and the capital aah 
was £22,647 6s. 9d. £3 per Cents. The death of Mr. Austen, 
one of the treasurers was much to be regretted, as was also 
the demise of Mr. Devey, one of the trustees, as well as of 
14 other members of the association. In the year eight annual 
members had withdrawn and only nine had joined—a number 
far below the average of former years. The association at the 
present time consisted of 453 members, 175 life and 278 
annual, while no less than 3,286 persons had taken out town 
certificates as attorneys, The report concluded by urging the 
members of the association to use every effort for the advance- 
ment of the association. After the electionof Mr. George Harding 
as one of the treasurers in lieu of Mr. Austen, Samah and of 
Mr. R. N. Bennett and Mr. R. Few, as trustees, in the room 
of Mr. Devey, deceased and Mr. Hookey, resigned, thanks were 
passed to the various officers, the sum of £50 was granted for 
the benefit of the widows and families. of non-members, and 
the proceedings closed with a vote of thanks to the chairman. 


<> 
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THE LATE MR. JOHN MARTIN LEAKE. 


We have to record the decease, on the 16th instant, of Mr. 
John Martin Leake, of Thorpe-hall, near Colchester, Essex, 
Mr, Leake had attained the patriarchal age of 89 years. He 
was one of the oldest benchers of the Middle Temple, and had 
for many years acted as senior chairman of the Essex Quarter 
Sessions, where the soundness of his legal decisions was sel- 
dom called in question, while his aeueuey. and high character 
secured for him not only the esteem of his brother magistrates 
but the regard of all the members of the Bar who pleaded be- 
fore him, Notwithstanding his advanced years, Mr. Leake 
retained his faculties till the last, and but a short time since he 
presided in a court of criminal pas of some importance in 
the neighbourhood in which he lived. 


" 
— 


Births, Marriages, and¥ Deaths. 
BIRTHS, 
EVEREST—On May 17, at Walton-on- -the- Hil, Surrey, the wife of W. 


Esq., Solicitor, of a 
GREENWOOD—On May 18, the wife of eal Charles Greenwood, 
of Lincoln’s-inn, and x-court, Temple, Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
QUARRELL—On May 14, at Chestnut illa, Malvern, the wife of W. C. 
Quarrell, Esq., Solicitor, of a son, 








MARRIAGE. 
BURT—LOUMAGNE—On April 22, at Petit oy. ares ag % Archi- 
bald P. Esq., Barrister-at-Law, son of the my 


Justice of Western Australia, to Maximilienne Laure, ym Ta of 
Nérestan{Loumagne, Esq. 


DEATHS. 
CONDY—On May 13, 69, Charlotte Eliza, widow of the late George 
» Esq.) , Commissioner in Bankruptey. 
= May 17, Samuel M. Cox, Esq., aged 71, formerly of Exeter, Soli- 
McNEIL—On oy 11, at Aberdeen, fans Margaret, relict of Alexander 
wane,  & ‘dvocate, Edinburg! 
NEWBON. March 21, at aa N.S.W., Henry Newbon, Esq., Soli- 
ao 50th year, son of the late James Newbon, Esq., Doctor’s- 


PEED—On May 19, at Whittlesey, Cambridgeshire, John Peed, 
Solicitor, in the 56th year of his age a. 
PRICE—On May 13, Benjamin Prive, Esq., formerly of Moorgate-street, 


WALDRON—On 17, at Hartswell, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, James 
Waldron, Esq. qe Rud aged 77. 7 


———_——>——- 
Londton Gazettes. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Farrar, May 16, 1862. 
Hearn, John Henry, and James Alfred Mew, Attorneys and Le 
Newport and Ryde, Isle of Wight. Dec. 31. ' By effiuxion of time, 
BBindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faway, May 16, 1862. 
Umiiurrep mm CHancerr. 





TurspaY, May 20, 1862. 
UNLIMITED in Coancery. 
North Wheal Exmouth Mining C .—Order to wind up, May 8. 
The Master of the Rolls will on May 27 at 12, appoint an official mana 
ger of this Company. 


Creditors under 22 s& 23 Viet. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fawway, May 16, 1862. 
tot, te —_ “Ac neawegg Lincolnshire, Farmer. July 1. Sols Rhodes 
n, 
Glover, Matilda’ ag formerly of Cheyne-walk, Chelsea, afterwards of 
——z, Ringwood, Hants, and Reading, Berks, Spinster. June 24. 


Sols Harrison, Beal, & Harrison, 19 Bedford-row , London. 
— Joseph Lester, Packington, Derbyshire,” Gent. July 1%. Sols 
reen & Smith, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 
Lamb, ag tye 25 New Bond-st, Bath, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
une 28 
Matthews, Robert, Cargate, Prestwich-cum-Oldham, Lancashire, Engi- 
neer. June 23. Sols an & Swinburne, Manchester. 
O'Donnell, Timothy, High-st, , Harness Maker. Within six 
weeks. Sol O'Donnell, 


Rankine, Marianne, 12 *Cross-st, “Birkenhead, Widow. June 20. Sol 


Rymer, 
Wheelton, John, 59 Gloucester-ter, Hyée-park, Middlesex, Esq. June. 
Sol Sladen, 14 Parliament-st 
Williams, William, formerly of “Woolston, Hampshire, and late of Bush- 
Jane, , and Rokeby-ra, New Cross, Kent. June 30. Sol Williams, 
17 Serjeant’s-inn, Temple. 


ToEspaYy, May 20, 1862. 
vi Bot eee 7 Kent, Wine and Spirit Merchant. July 
_— 
eee aes Beals and 3 Pee. eS 
= — , Cotton Broker, July 1. Sols Thom 


i on er aa Gent. June l4, Sols 


Mincing 

Collis, Josiah, 48 George-st, 
Lott & Sen, 43 Bow-lane, C 

Deverell, Elizabeth, Brunswick-ter, righton. June 30. Sols Birch, In- 

, 68 Lincoln’s-inn- fields. 


gram, ‘te Wha 
Dibb, Frederick William, York, Plane Maker. July 17. Sol Calvert, 


Frankum, Richard, 4 Burlington- gaa Middlesex, Surgeon. July 1. 
Sols Ford & Lloyd, 4 Bloomsbury. 
Grafton, Charles, Oxford, Tronfounder. July 1. Sols Hester & Hazel, 


Oxford. 
Geseaneet, John, sen, Burnley, Lancashire, Gent. June7. Sol Baldwin, 

Burnley. 
>: ses Meadow Head, Forest of Rosendale, Lancashire, Farmer. 


Sol Baldwin, Burnley. 
Howard, ‘John, Swaffham Bulbesk, Cambridgeshire, Innkeeper. June 24. 
+ % Swaffham Prior. 
Loney, Sr y, Sai Son Waltham Abbey, Essex. June 16. Sols il & 
arsden, 
ets Mary non ae, Northamptonshire, Widow. July=}. 


‘owcester. 
igs. lly isaac, Paulerspury, Northamptonshire, Gent. July 1. Sol Cooke,. 


B.. ny, Cheadle-heath, Caachire, Esq. June 25. Sol Reddish, 
a7 Great James-st, Bedford-row. 
 ———, Robert Nottingham, York and Laytham, Gent. July 17. 


Lendal. 
Poole, James Burwell, Cambridgeshire, Yeoman. June 24. Sol Palmby, 
Swaffham Prior. 
age. a Gee Stockton, Durham, Taxgatherer. July 1. Sol 


s pe, James, st Paiag Huntingdonshire, Plumber and Glazier. July 20. 
To St Ives, Hunts. 

Phar & Gian, Suffolk, Farmer. June 12. Sol Tacon, jun 
Wilson, ison, Charles, Walton-on-the- Naze, Essex, Yeoman. June 4. Sol 


Eliza, Leamington, Warwickshire, Widow. June 30. Sols 
bye, Ingram, & Whately, 68 Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancerp. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fairway, May 16, 1862. 
Andrews, Thomas, 1 Victoria Cottage, Park-terraee kode Horsham, 
, Gent. June7. Churchill v. Andrews, V. C. Wi 
nat . Ann, 12 Marchmont-st, Brunswick-sq, wihabeors. June 12.. 
Bentley v. Wright, M. R. 
retin aR ne neuen Buteher. June 14, Shelley v. 


Chesw 
Donalds, W: fotion ye & Reghit-core Middlesex, Engraver. June 
14, baaee Donalds, 
Holloway, Edward, elit howe aay ne, Tailor. June 14, Kennerley 
v. H ay, V. C. Kindersle 
Kap, Chacten, Great. Saga, chem, fous, Commercial Clerk. June 6. Keys 
ow lag recta, Wybunbury, Cheshire, Farmer. June 6, Malam 


Tugspayx, May 20, 1862. 


ee ee June 9. Baxter v. 

Baxter, V. 

Biseuay? Wansy Ainosk, Mangh, Silecats, near Wabe@ild. June M4. 

ao . Bramley, V. C. Kindersley. a . nz 

Dobsut, Ed Mere-hill, -Little Bolton, " Leanctbien, BO, June 16, 

Dobson, Joh, formerly of Sarborongh late of Trinity-lane, York, Gent. 
June 16. Dobson v. Dobson, V. C. 

Halliwell Sarah Ann, 4 Great Ryder-st, St James's, Westminster, Widow. 
June li, Halliwell v, Halliwell, M. 

meen’ inten testes Meek Horie? June 20. Harbord v. Har- 
bord, V. C, Stuart. 


v. 
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Morgan, John Jones, Pen Pound, ae, Monmouthshire, Esq. 
7 Wilson, MR. 

lly, Lianllawddog, Carmarthenshire, Esq. 
July 21. Price v. Pies, C. Stuart. 


r, James, 34 Portsmouth-pl, Lower Kennington-lane, Surrey, 
Gent. June4. Fisher v. Tayler, V. C. Stuart 
Seaman, William, Imington-sq, Clerkenwell, Middlesex, Gent. June 


Wi 
28. reg Pe Blundell, V. C. Stuart. 
Teil, John, derpore Hall, Hampstead. Nov 1. Teil r. Mills, V.C. 


Stuart. 
5 Betty, Hyde, Cheshire, Widow. June (6. Hepworth v. Howard, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
ToxspaY, May 20, 1862, 


Danson, Tm fg Islington, Liverpoo!, Poulterer. April 21. Sol Con- 
Be. 
Heyes, eoune, 74 Oldham-rd, Manchester, Plumber. May 6. Sol Horner, 
anchester, 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fruway, May 16, 1862. 


Abbott, William, aay Northamptonshire, Miller. April 17. Compo- 
3 


sition. Reg May 13, 
Andrews, Henry Charles, 17 Walpole-st, New Cross, Kent, Clerk in the 
Admiralty Office. May 12, Arrangement. Reg May | 


April 22. 
April 


4. 

Ball, George, Polita, St. Columb Major, Cornwall, Gupuaee. 
Assignment. Reg May 15. 

Blacklock, Robert, 17 meh Liverpool, Lancashire, Draper. 
23. Assignment. Reg Ma 

Coe, James, Burton- -on- fren, again; Upholsterer. April 17. As- 
signment. Reg May 

Cutter, Charles Walter, ‘ Whitehall-pl, santo town, Middlesex, Iron- 
monger. May 14. Composition. Reg May 15 

Davis, Edmund, Yeovil, Somersetshire, Glove ‘Meneheetirer. April 16. 
Assignment. Reg April 13. 

Haigh, George, Holthead, Linthwaite, Almondbury, ° marin Woollen 
Manufacturer. April 19, Assignment. Reg May 

Harding, James Augustus, 15 Bond-st, iscmdieaer, ye 
17. Assignment. Reg May 14. 

Hayward, Theodore, 28 Warblington- -st, Portsmouth, Hants, Grocer. 
April 25. Conveyance. Reg May 13. 

Jones, ‘Men aa Caileon, Monmouthshire, Grocer. April 25. 
Reg Ma. 

Lewis, John William, & Edwin Hargreaves, Manchester, Metal Workers. 
April 26. Assignment. Reg May 14 


April 


Conveyance. 


Matthews, tog May’ ated W arwickshire, Farmer. April 21. Compo- 
sition. Reg M 
Miller, Wallace Shade, Little Orford-st, Norwich, Tobacconist. May 1. 


Assignment. 


Reg May 16. 


Penny, Thomas, Queen-st, Portsea, Hants, Boot and Shoemaker, April 
15. Composition. Reg May 13 

— —~ Cambridge, Grocer. April 17. Assignment. Reg 
ay 


Pooler, William, ate Glamorganshire, Grocer. April 29. Convey- 
ance. Reg diay 13 

Renwick, James rauch, 35 Stanley-street, Pimlico, Middlesex, Clerk in 
Her Majesty’s Customs, May 9. Arrangement. Reg May 14. 

Rex, James, Elliot Arms Inn, aie Ampney, Gloucestershire, Publican. 
May 5. Assignment. Reg May 14 

Shepherd, John, Daventry, Northamptonshire, Shoe Manufacturer. April 
29. Assignment. May 

Shirreff, Alexander, & ili ‘Stephen Bell, 42 Rote -st, Ship and 
Insurance Brokers. April 16. Assignment. Reg May 

Tadman, Ney ht og Covent 5g Market, sildtiessx, Salesman. 
April 29. position. Reg May 

Todd, Chartes Te Tem; tempi Row, an tl Hair Dresser, April 13. As- 

signment. 

nem jenn hee, Havelock-ter, Westbourne-grove, Middlesex, 
“& John Henry Cromwell Russell, Westbourne Grove-ter, Westbourne 
Grove. April 16, Arrangement. Reg May 14. 

Watson, Robert, and Charles William Watson, Kettering, Northam pton- 
shire, Shoe Manufacturers. May 12. Composition. Keg May 14 

Wiggins, Robert, Hannington, Northamptonshire, Farmer. April 29. 
Composition, Reg May 14. 


ToUEsDAY, May 20, 1862. 


Acaster, Charles, Great ane Lincolnshire, Woollen Draper. April 
22. Assignment. Reg Ma 
Byrne, William, & —, Byrne, Warwick, Spirit Merchants. April 25. 


Assignment. Reg May 
ae — -— 4 Bishop's. ct, Old Bailey. April 23. Assignment. 
eg May 
Cope, Samuel, oenenvens, Glass and China Dealer. April 30. 
ment. Keg May 
yg ey Robert, S uneset, Bristol, Builder. May 2. 
ay 
pee "Henry William, Liverpool, 
Reg May 19. 
Freeman, Jokn, saga Walsham, Norfolk, Stone Mason. May 
ment. Reg May ! 
Grosvenor, Henry, nhy, Flintshire, Provision Dealer. May 13. Convey- 
ance. Reg May 17. 
Haywood, John, 38 Three — -st, Limehouse, Middlesex, Grocer. May 6. 
Composition. Reg uae 
Hickman, Henry Benjam n Gardner, & Alfred Neve Cresswell, Birming- 
ham, Wholesale Haberdashers. April 24. Assignment. Reg May 19. 
lliffe, Charles, Coventry, Draper. May 9. Composition. Reg May 19. 
Kilburn, Abraham Lee, West-st, Kingston-upon-Hull, Currier. May 8. 
Composition. Reg May 17. 
Macnamara, John, jun., a Clerk in the Inland Revenue Office, Somerset- 
house. May 8. Covenant. Reg May 17. 
Mountford, Roast High-st, Worcester, Confectioner, 
ment. Reg M ‘ay 20. 
Muzzall, John Henry, Smethwick, Staffordshire, Commission Agent. May 
. Composition. Reg May 15. 


Assign- 
Composition. Reg 
April 30, Assignment. 


7. Assign- 


Grocer, 


April 23. Assign- 





| Nae, iam, Hook, Dorsetshire, Yeoman. April 22. Assignment. 
Rogers, George, Trefarclawdd, A+ wrsacy » Salop, Colliery Proprietor. April 


Assignment. Reg May 
i Ae The Og Blackburn, Lancashire, Grocer. April 28. Assignment. 
16. 
stabtiey Jame, Brettenham, Suffolk, Farmer. April 23. Assignment. 
ant May 19 


Thorpe, George, Newark- as oy Nottinghamshire, Furniture Dealer. 

April 25. Assignment. Reg M 

Trott, James, a= New om, ‘Middlesex, Baker. May 6. Composi- 
tion. Reg May 16. 

——s ne gg Droylsden, Lancashire, Manufacturing Chemist. May 


Composi' os ae y 17. 
Webb, William, Jesse M hington, & Richard Rola Otley, Yorkshire, 
Booksellers. April 21. Composition. Reg May 
Wood, Thomas, re ‘ire, Provision Deuter. April 21. Assign- 


ment. Reg May . 
en ae A Staffordshire, Grocer. April 24, Assignment. 
eg May 
Wright, ke — Yorkshire, Furniture Dealer. Apri! 22. 
Assignment. Reg May 19. 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, May 16, 1862. 


Adams, James, Wheatsheaf Inn, Twerton, Somersetshire, Slater. Pet 
May 10. Bath, May 28 at lf. Sol Bartram, Bath. 

Archdeacon, Montague, 2 Portsmouth-pl, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Middlesex, 
Bookseller. Pet = lay 9 (in forma pauperis). London, May 26 at 11.30. 
Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Baker, William, 14 Queen-st, Cheapside, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 
12. London, May 27 at 2. So) Howell, 15 Bow-lane, London. 

Baldry, William, Ropemaker’s Arms, Lower Hellesdon- rd, St Clement, 
Norwich, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 12. Norwich, June 2at 11. Sol 
Sadd, jun, Norwich. 

Banks, John, | . Byrom-st, Liverpool, Metal Dealer. May 10. Liverpool, 
May 29 at I 

pete, Ande White Horse Inn, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Pet 
May ‘12. Woodbridge, May 28 at 3. Sol Welton, Woodbridge. 

Bate, Thomas, 20 Hill-st, Birmingham, Commission Agent. Pet May 14. 
Birmingham, June 16 at 10. Sol Smith, Waterloo-st, ham. 

Bignell, Charles, 29 St James-st, Portsea, Hants, Baker, Pet May 12. 
Portsmouth, May 26 at 11. Sol Paffard, Portsea. 

Birkin, John, Nuttall-pk, Ripley, Derbyshire, Builder.» Pet May 8. Al- 
freten, June 6 at 12. Sol ley, Nottingham. 

Blanks, Charles, East Hanningfield, Essex, Blacksmith, Pet April 30. 
Chelmsford, May 19 at 10. Sol Duffield, Chelmsford. 

Bowler, Isaac, 45 Arch, Bedford-st, Ardw: ick, Manchester, Milk Seiler, Pet 
May 9. Manchester, May 28 at 12. Sol Swan, Manchester. 

Branton, George, Caslis-bldgs, Oldham-rd, Newton-heath, Manchester, 
Pattern Designer, Fet May 9. Manchester, May 28 at 12. Sol Stiles, 
coun aed in, Li 1, Si M Pet May 14. Liverpool, 

Brearley, jamin, Liverpool, Stone Mason. ay 14, 

May %s at ll. Sols Neal & Martin, 1 Orange-ct, Castie-st, Li 

Britten, William Goodwin Price, 2 Victoria-villas, Bridge-rd, Battersea, 
Surrey, age Pet May 13. London, June 5 at 10,30, Sol Hare, 8 
Old Jew 

Siena William, West Midland Railway Inn, Worcester-st, Kidder- 


minster, Worcestershire, Beer-house Keeper. Pet May 12. Kidder- 
minster, May 27 at 11. Sol Crowther, Kidderminster. 
Brown, Anthony, 23 Finchley-rd, Middlesex, Bill Broker. Pet May 12. 


London, May 27 at 11. Sols Walter & Moojen, 7 Southampton-st, 
Bloomsbury. 

Bryan, Benjamin, Baker-st, Enfield, Middlesex, Butcher. Pet May 13. 
London, May 27 at 12.30. Sol Silvester, 18 Great Dover-st, Newington, 
Surrey. 

Casson, —_ Frederick, P alley, Square-rd, Saddler. Pet May 14. 
Halifax, May 30 at 10. rierley, Halifax. 

Champ, James, Tunstall, Geaffordshive, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet May 
12, Birmingham, May 26 atl2. Sols Harding, Tunstall, and Smith, 
Birmingham. 

Charlton, William, Hott, Bellingham, Northumberland, Farmer. Pet May 
14, Newcastle- ‘upon-Tyne, June 2at il. Sols Hodge & Harle, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Clement, William, Farmer, Buckingham-pl, Pimlico, Middlesex. Pet May 
9. London, May 27 at 1.30. Sol Marshall, 12 Hatton-gardon, Mid- 
dlesex. 

Crofts, John, Leicester, Leicestershire, Victualler, Pet May 5. Not- 
tingham, June 10 at 11. Sols Stone, Paget, & — Leicester, 


Dean, John, Southampton, Leather Seller. Pet May 13, London, May 2 
= 1. Sols Paterson & Son, 7 Bouverie -st, Fleet- <4 and Mackey, South. 
hampton. 


Drieu, Jerome A., 45 Skinner-st, London, Leather Importer. Pet May 7. 
London, May 27 at 12. Sols Miller & Horn, 9 George-yd, Lombard. st. 
Dunbar, John, 52 Upper Ebury-st, Pimlico, Middlesex, Painter. Pet May 
14 (in forma pauperis) London, May 27 at 1.30. Sol Aldridge, 46 

Moorgate-st. 

Durance, Joseph, jun, Lincoln, Stonemason, Pet May 9. Kingston-upon- 
Hull, May 28 at 12. Sols Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Edmond, Adam, Pilgrim-st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet May 13. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 30 at 11.30. Sol Joel, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Evans, William, Shrewsbury, Salop, Tailor. Pet May 14. Birmingha: 
on 29 at 12. Sols Frail, Shrewsbury, and Hodgson & Allen, Birming- 


ha 

vena, Julian Cornelius, 3 Commercial-p], Kingsland, Middlesex, Book 
Seller. Pet May 12. London, May 27 at 11. Sols Lawrance, Plews, & 
Boyer, 14 Old ‘aes -chambers. 

Furniss, Joseph, Sheffield, Butcher. Pet May 13. Sheffield, May 28 at 2. 
Sol Mason, Queen-st, Sheffield. 

Garside, Edward, Rochdale-rd, Mechanic. Pet May 12. Manchester, 
May 28 at 12- Sol Swan, Manchester. 

Greer, Matthew, High-st, Chatham, Stonemason. Pet May 12. London, 
May 27 at 1. Sol Peverley, 19 Coleman-st, London. 

Gillbanks, Thomas, 82 Georgiana-st, Bury, Lancashire, rg Ee Manufac- 
turer. Pet May 15. Bury, June 5 at 11. Sol Anderton, 

Goddard, William, Church-st, Tunbridge, Kent, Ship's Steward. Pet May 
13. London, May 27 at 12,30, Sol Watson, 27 Worship-st, Finsbury. 
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“Hadwell, Thomas, Worcester-st, Kidderminster, Worcestershire, Shoe- 
maker, aw 12. Kidderminster, May 27 at 11. Sol Crowther, 


Ki 

Haith, Thomas. Fulstow, Lincolnshire, Blacksmith. Pet May 10. Louth, 
May 26 at 11. Sols Brown && Son, Lincoln. 

Halsey, Edwin,71 Wrentham-st, Birmingham, Cab Driver. Pet May 13. 
Birmingham, June 16 at 10. Sol Duke, New Hall-st, Birmingham. 

Hardiman, Richard Henry, Bournemouth, Hants, Coach Maker. Pet May 
kl London, May 26 at 11,30, Sols Wild & Co., 102 Ironmonger- 

Hertford, James Joseph, ee Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. May 
10. Live’ » May 26 ai 

Hill, Henry, orse Hays ern, Diwiey, , Salop, Farm Bailiff. Pet May 5. 
Shrewsbury, June 9 at 10. Sol Davies, Shrewsb: 

Hitchen, George, 1, Court 2, Union-st, Barnsley, Y shire, Pork Butcher. 
Pet May 14. Barnsley, May 29 at 3. Sol . Barnsley. 

Holmes, Samuel, Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper. Pet May %. Kingston- 
upon Hull, June 4 at 12. Sols Turner, Rothwell, and Bond & Barwick, 


Hoskison, George, Church Gresley, Derbyshire, Beer-house Keeper. Pet 
May 12. Burton, June 9 at 3. Sol Flint, Uttoxeter. 
ea Elizabeth, , Upper st, Bryanstone-sq, Lodging- 
house Keeper. Pet May 13 (in forma pauperis). London, May 30 at 11. 
ian anni hg ae 
. Alfred, Wallington-lodge, Fareham, Hants, Foreman of Works. 
sas ry May 12, phen my May 26 at 11.30. Sol Paffard, Portsea. 
Jones, David, Cardiff, Glamorganshire, Coal Merchant. Pet May 3. 
Bristol, May 27 at 11. Sols Ingledew & Co., Cardiff, Grover & Davis, 
ff, ve ress, & Inskip, Bristol. 
Jones, Ben Charles, 8 Serjeant’s inn, Fleet-st, Tobacco Merchant. Pet 
May 13. London, May 3 at 2. Sol Chidley, 25 Old Jewry. 
Kay, William, Sackville-st, Wakefield, Bricklayer. Pet May 13. Wake- 
field, May 31 at 11. Sol Stiles, Manchester, 
Kay, John, jun., Kirkgate, aay Pet May 13. Wakefield, May 31 
atll. Sol Stiles, Mancheste 


Keyser, Ji + 1 Croom’s-hill, ‘citi, Kent, Master Mariner. Pet 
May 14. on, May 27 at2. Sols Miller & Smith, 6 Chatham-pl, 
Blackfriars. 


Lewis, Jenkin, Quinten, Cilyewm, Carmarthenshire, Farmer. Pet May 
12. Llandovery, May 31 at 2. Sol Bishop, Brecknock. 

Makin, William, 18 Charles-st, Manchester, Grocer. Pet May 12. Man- 
chester, May gh at12. Sol Storer, Manchester. 

Marshall, Edwin, 43 Plymouth st, Southsea, Portsea, Hants, Brickmaker. 
Pet May 12, Portsmouth, May 26 at 12, Sol Paffard, Portsea 

Marshall, Sohn Symes, Castle Cary, Somereetshire, Shoemaker. Pet May 

13. Wincanton, May 30at 11. Sol Jillard, Wincanton. 

Mason, Steward, Poplar, Nottingham, Dyer. Pet be 14, Nottingham, 
June 11 at 10. Sol Brown, Fletcher-gate, Notting! 
ogridge, Charles, Bridgwater, Somersetshire, Seon. Pet May 12. 
Bridgwater, June 4 at 10. Sol Reed, Bridgwater. 

Mould, Henry, Peterborough. , Northamptonshire, Shoemaker. Pet May 
8. Peterborough, iy 31 at 10. Sol Laxton, Stamford. 

McKay, Alexander, 14 Carnarvon-st, Cheetham, Travelling Draper. Pet 
May 1. ang vo Tune 16 at 12. Sols Dyson, Huddersfield, and Sale, 
Worthington, Shipman, & Seddon, Manchester. 

McMahon, Michael. 2 S bllver-st, Barnsley, Plusterer. Pet May 10. 
Barnsley, May 29 ‘at 3. Sol Stilesy59 Bridge-st, Manchester. 

Nott, John, Kempley, Dymock, Gloucestershire, Wheelwright. Pet May 17. 
Newent, June 2 at 2. Sol Wilkes, Gloncester. 

Paine, John, Westmeon, Petersfield, Hants, Blacksmith. Pet May 13. 
Bishops Waltham, May 28 at 12. Sol Hollis, Winchester. 

Page, ward, Peterborough, Northamptonshire, Beerhouse Keeper. 

: Pet May 8. Peterborough, May 31 at 10.30. Sol Laxton, Stamford. 

Palmer, Richard Drew, 67 Cannon-st-rd, St. George’s-in-the-East, Middle- 
sex, Butcher, Pet May 14. London, June 5 at 10.30. Sol Buchanan, 
13 Basinghall-st. 

Parsons, John Burrows, Weston-super-Mare, Somerseshire, Grocer. Pet, 

14. Bristol, ey 30 at 11. Sols Chapman, Weston-super- Mare 


» Bristol. 

Pattison, Samuel, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Staffordshire, Provision Dealer. 
Pet May ro >. sn pgamrimceaeatiendhmais May 28 at 10. Sol Dutton, New- 
castle-under-Lyme. 

Pearson, an Steam Mills, Nine Elms, Vauxhall, Surrey, Timber Mer- 
chant. Pet March 31. London, May 27 at 1.30. Harrison 
Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. 

Penn, Job, wage Warwick, Car and Van Proprietor. Pet May 8, 
bey = ben May 26 at 10. Sols Newsam & Chadwick, Warwick. 


Reed, W: omas-st, Llanelly, Carmarthenshire, Tea Dealer. Pet 
May 10. 0. Ltanelly, May 27 at 12. Sol Jones, Llanelly. 
Re Elizabeth, Charles Reynolds, and Edward Reynolds, 44 Pad- 


ington-st, Marylebone, Middlesex, Cowkeepers. Pet May 13. Condon, 
jens 4 27 at 12. Sols Bicknell & Bickne!l, 79 Connaught-ter, Edgeware- 


Richardson, William, Barnabas, 3 Newhall-st, Walsall, Staffordshire, 
Beer- house Keeper. Pet. Walsall, May 27 at 11, Sol Glover, Walsall, 

Russell, Charles, Chithurst, Sussex, Carpenter. Pet May 12, Midhurst, 
May 27 at 3.30. Sol White, 8 Dane’s-inn, Strand 

Shepherd, Arthur, 25 Clarges- -st, Piccadilly, Commission Agent. Pet May 
14. London, May 3C at 11. Sol Holt, Quality-ct. 

Simmons, Thomas, 66 Cannon-st West, London, Warehouseman. Pet 
May 15. London, June 3at 12. Sols Harrison & Lewis,6 Old Jewry. 
Smallwood, Charles, 188 New John-st West, Birmingham, Provision 
Dealer. Pet Muay 12. Westbromwich, May 28 at 10. Sol East, Birming- 


am. 

Smith, John Phillips, Wightwick-hill, Tettenhall, Staffordshire, Dealer in 
Agricultural Implements. Pet May 13. Birmingham, May 29 at 12, 
Sol Thurstans, Wolverhampton. 

Smith, Thomas Jones, Hope-yard, Primrose-st, Bishopsgate-st Without, 
Engiteer, Pet May 15. London, May 27 at 12. Sol Grout, | Scott’s- 


yd, Bush-lane. 
, George Hi i Bideford, Devonshire, Saddler. Pet May 5. Exeter, 

May 28 at 1. Sol Pitts, Exeter. 

Spreadbrow, Joseph, 3 Orchard-st, Kensington, Middlesex, Tobacconist 

— May 1h. London, June 5 at 11. Sol Holt, Quality-ct, western 


Steel, Charles, 6 King’s-pl, Commercial-rd East, Middlese: , Auctioneer. 
Be red 13 (in forma pauperis). London, May 30 at 11. Sot Aliridge , 
Moorgate-st. 





‘Fhempeen, debe, } Sistooeh Ramabahom, Bites. Pet May 14, Birming- 
ham, June 16 at 10. Sol 45,Ann-st, Birmingham. 
Th 15 Mountrath-st, Wallsall, . Pet. Wal- 
sall, May 27 at ll. Sol Walsall. 
"London May HT at yng oy ay Kent, Foreman. Pet May 9. 
Vicary, William, Exford, ee ae Pet May 13. South 
Molton, June 20 at 10. | hee ag whe = Molton. 
Walker, Robert Lawrence, Falbourn, Cambridgeshire, Farmer, PetMay 13, 
erg ang Oy Soi nates Cociegs Beem 
— te ae Examiner. Pet May 
May 26 at 10. Sol Solent, Beccles 


ward, —— and ld, Edge Tool Manufacturers. 
Pet’ May 10. Sheffield, June 2 at 10. 0. Sol Ferme Sette 

Welch, John, Whaley-bridge, Cheshire, and Manchester, Calico Printer. 
Pet May 15, ow May 27 at 12. Sols Higson & Robinson, 


st, 

White, Aurelian, , . lee West, London, Warehouseman. Lis May 
14. London, June 3 at Il. Sols Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jew: 

ies gg Park-rd, Clapham-rd, Surrey, Corn or. » 
May 12 ee et eo ee 


Jewry. 

Wilkins, Charles, 21 Alexander-st, Blue Bermondsey, 
ees Pet May 14. London, May 27 at 12. Aeol “pines, 1 Trinity- 3, 

roug 

Wise, Walter Aaron, Theale, Tilehurst, Berks, Ironmonger. Pet May 13. 
Reading, May 31 at 1. Sol Slocombe, Reading. 

Woods, Edmond, 5 Margaret-ter, Paddington-green, Manager to a Lamp 
Dealer. Pet May 5. London, May 27 at ae Sol Holt, Quality-ct. 

Wright, Ephraim, "o9 High-st, Bow, Mid x, Carpenter, Pet May 12, 
London, May 27 at 12. Sol Cooper, 9 — 

Wright, John, 2 Percival-st, Goswell-st, Middlesex, Servant at the Char- 
terhouse School. Pet May 13. London, May 27 at 12. Sols Marshall 
& Son, 12 Hatton-garden. 


TuzspaY, May 20, 1862. 


Adams, Samuel, Inkerman-st, New Vauxhall, Birmingham, Coach Builder- 
May 13. Birmingham, June 16 at 10, Sols James & Knight, Bennett’s- 
hill, Birmingham. 

Austin, Charles Robert, Sutton, Lincolnshire, Butcher. Pet May 14. 
Holbeach. June 4 at 10. 1 Copeman, Holbeach. 

Baker, Richard, Batt’s-corner, Frensham, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Muy (4. Farnham, May 30 at 12. Sol babes Guildford, Surrey. 
Ball, William George, Oundle, Northamptonshire, Draper. Tet May 15, 

Oundle, May 29 at 1. Sol Deacon, Pete: 

Bates, Joe, Milford Haven, Pembrokeshire, Engineer in in ~ poke ve rk 
Pet May 15. Pembroke, June 2 at 5. Sol Parry, Pem 

Belton, Edward, Dudley, Worcestershire, Licensed Wictosller. May 13. 
Birmingham, "Ma 29 at 12. Sols James & Le Birmingham. 

Blaydon, Samuel, lan, Monmouthshire, Brick Maker. Pet May 12, 
(in forma pauperis), Usk, June 9 at 11. 

Brasher, Caroline, Pen-maen-mawr, Carnarvonshire, Boarding-house 
Keeper, Spinster. Pet May 17. Liverpool, May 30 at !2. Evans 
Son, & Sandys, Liverpool, and Massey, Chester. 


Bridgman, Francis, Crown Inn, Pon 1, Monmouthshire, Innkeeper, 


Pet } a 17. Bristol, May 31 at il. "Harris, Tredegar, and Bevan. 
Inskip, Bristol. 
Brookes, William Henry, Westbromwich, Staffordshire, Tailor. May 12. 


Birmi , June 2 at 12. Sols James & Knight, Birmingham. 
Press, & Inskip, Bristol. 

Cartwri.-ht, fenveel, Walsall-st, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Boot Maker. 
Pet. ‘Wolverham; _ June 9 at 12. Sol Umbers, Wolverhampton. 
Castle, Joseph, and John Castle, Scholes, Kirkburton, Yorkshire, Rag 
Merchants. Pet May 6. Holmfirth, June 9 at 10. Sol Learoyd, Hud- 

dersfield. 

Chadwick, Matthew, Bury, Lancashire, Machine Maker. Pet May 17. 

{ Manchesicr, May 3l at 11. Sol Leigh, Manchester. 

Chirm, Thomas, Dawley-green, Dawley,;Salop. Pet May 12. Madeley, 
June lat 12. Sol Beeston, Wi 

Cock, Thomas, Poreu Inn, Tywardreath, Cornwall, Innkeeper. Pet 
May 15, St Austell, May 29 at 11. Sol Meredith, St Austell. 

Coghian, Arthur Joseph, Worcester, Confectioner. Pet May 15. Birming- 
ham, June 2 at 12, Sols Lea, Worcester, and Wright, Birmingham, 

Cole, Elizabeth, Landor, St John — Glamorganshire, Grocer. Pet 
May 14. Swansea, June 4 at 3. So! Morris, Swansea. 

Cole, Isaac, Oxford-st, Bilston, Staffordshire, Builder. Pet. Wolver- 
ham; , June 9 at 12, Sol Brevitt, Darlaston. 

Cole, annah, 29 Thomas-st, Hackney-rd, Middlesex, W a oat 
house Keeper. Pet May 16. London, June 3 at 1. 56 
Coleman-st. 

Coley, William, Earl Shelton, Leicestershire, Butcher. Pet May 13. 
wn a 2atil. Sol = Hinckley. 

Conrath, Henry, 6 Lower , Middlesex, Baker. Pet 
May 12. London, June 3 at 12. “Sol Waldron, 59 Lamb's Conduit-st. 

Crowther, George, Flanshaw, Alverthorpe, Yorkshire, Flannel Manufac- 
turer. Pet May 16. Wakefield, May 3] at 11. Sol Gill, Wakefield. 

Daines. John Benjamin, 5 Little Argyle-st, yee Middlesex, Inventor. 
aoe 17, London, June 3 at 10. Sol Hughes, 10 Chapel-st, Bed- 
ford-row. 

Dunhill, William, Spink-lane, Pontefract, Yorkshire, Joiner. Pet May 5. 
Pontefract, May 30 at 12. ' Sol Har le, Leeds. 

Eaton, William Champion, 15 Sor St, Snow- hill, London, Commercial 
Hotel Keeper. Pet May 14. London, June 3 at 12, Sol Catchpole, 23 

Foir, Benjamin, Btanente-et, Laraboth, Slater. Pet May 14 (in 

, jamin, 9 te-st, Lam! , Surrey, r. y 
$e Mecca oa ae London, June 3 at 10. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 
4 

Fells, Joaeph. Coal may ot tenia Pet May 12. Madeley, June 14 
at 12 , Wi 

Fisher, George, Cromhall, Glouceatersir, Cattle Dealer. Pet May 15, 
Bristol, June 3 at 11. Sol Guisford, Berkeley. 

Fisk, Herbert Stevenson, 12 Moreton- ter, Pimlico, Middlesex, Cabinet 
Maker. Pet April 14 (in forma’ pauperis). London, June 3at 12. Sol 

Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Francis, a Wyyenhoe, Essex, Baker. Pet May 14. Colchester, May 
31 at 12 Philbrick, Colchester. 

Gittens, Thomas, 61 Walsall-st, Wolverham: Staffordshire, Baker. 
Pet. Worernupton, June 9at 12. Sol reechilly Wolverhampton, 
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Gritithe, Robert, Treherbert, Rhondda Valley, near Rewedes Glamor. 
ganshire, Tailor. Pet May 16. Pontypridd, June 2 at 11. $01 Wilcocks, 


rdiff. 
Hall, Ann, 161 Higher Cambridge-st, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, 
Beer Retailer. Pet May 16. Manchester, Jnne 3 at 9.30. Sol Ather- 


, Baker. 


ton, Manchester. 
Howitt, Oe Henry, John-st, Kingsland-pi, Soa 
, Southampton. 


Pet Ma Southampton, June 3 at 12. Sol Macke 

Higbey, fa 39 Bessborough-gardens, South Belgravia, Pimlico, Mid- 

diesex, pee weg Artist. Pet May 15. London Jane 3 at 10. Sol 
iller, 2 li-e 

Hoey, Peter, Sh neffield, "Provision Factor. Pet May 16. Sheffield, June 4 
at 2, , York. 

Hogarth, Rowland, Barnoldswick, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Pet May 9. 
Leeds, June 2 at i. Sols Waterworth & Wright, Keighley, and bond 
& Barwick, Leeds. 

Hollis, John, 61 Belmont-row, Birmingham, Blacksmith. May 13. Bir- 
mingham, June 16 at 10. Sols James & Knight, Bennett’s-hill, Bir- 


mingham. 
Jackson, Charles, Port Jackson Mill, Romily, Cheshire, Cotton Spinner. 
Manchester, June 5 at 12. Sol Gardner, 45 Cross-st, 


Pet May 12. 
Bar 

‘acob, Joseph Phelps, 9 Clarence-pl. High-st, Camberwell, Builder. Pet 
May 16 (in forma pauperis). London, June 5 at 11. Sols Aldridge & 
Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Johnson, George Holson, Great Massingham, Norfolk, Saddler, Pet May 
15. King’s Lynn, June 9 at 11, Sol Beloe, King’s Lynn. 

Jones, Ben Charles, 8 Serjeant's-inn, Fleet-st, Tobacco Merchant. Pet 
May 13. London, June 3 atl. Sol Chidley, 25 Old Jewry. 

Joseph, Cyril Terrington, Buckhurst-hill, Woodford, Essex, Clerk, in the 
Government Emigration Office. Pet May 17. London, June 3 at 10. 
Sols Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. 

Leppingwell, Henry, North-passage, Lowerhead-row, Leeds, Painter. Pet 
May 10. Leeds, May 29 at 12. Sol Harie, Leeds. 

Loe, Henry John, Alton, Hampshire, Builder. Pet May 17. London, 
June 6at1l. Sol Shiers, 6 New-inn, Strand. 

McDonald, George, Handsworth, Staffordshire, Retail Coal Dealer. Pet 
May, 13. Birmingham, June 16 at 10. Sols James and Knight, Ben- 
nett’s-hill, Birmingham. 

McKeon, Philip, Durstable, Dereties, Draper... Pet May 15. Luton, 


May 31 at 12. Sol Shepherd, Lu: 
Miller, Thomas, jun, 6 Woodbine ter, Jesmond-vale, Newcastle-upon- 


tyne, Clerk. Pet May 14. Neweastle-upon-Tyne, May 31 at ll. Sol 
Joel, 76 Grey-st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Mills, Daniel, Manchester-st, Oldham, Lancashire, Tobacconist. Pet May 


10. eae ~~ 3i at 11. Sol Sutton, Manchester. 

Morton, George, 17 Great Ormond-st, 9 Middlesex, Commercial 
Traveller. bee May 15, London, June 3 at 10. Sol Brutton, 27 
Basinghall-street. 

Mouchel, Edward, 80 Gloucester-st, Pimlico, Middlesex, Surgeon. Pet 
ry 14 (in forma pauperis). London, May 30 at 11.30. Sol Aldridge, 
46 Moorgate 

Nash, Charles, pg oe ee Wolverhampton, Staffordshire, Baker. 
Pet. Wolverhampton, June 9 at 12. Sol Thurstans, Wolverhampton. 

Newton, John, Greenwich Pensioner, Bow-lane, Poplar, Middlesex, 
Licensed Victualler. Pet May 15. London, June 3 at 12.30. Sol sil. 
vester, 18 Great Dover-st, Newington, Surrey. 
oake, Edward, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire, Cooper. Wolverhamp- 

May 13. Birming- 


ton, June 9 at 12. Sol Walker, Wolverhampton. 

Palmer, Alfred Stevens, ery Fishmonger. 
ham, June 16 at 10. Sols James & Knight, Bennet’s-hill, Birmingham. 

Percy, Neil, New Malton, Yorkshire, Draper. May 13. Leeds, June 2 at 11. 

Perkins, Joseph, Coventry, Warwickshire, Ribbon Manufacturer. May 

**13. Birmingham, June 2 at 12. Sols James and Kn Birmingham. 

Pilfold, Charles Caffyn, 2 Princes-ter, Queen’s-rd, St. Paul, Deptford, 
Surrey, Railway Clerk. Pet May 14. London, June 3 at 1. Sol 

, 33 Clement’s-lane. 

Restall, George, Weybourne, Farnham, Surrey, General Dealer. Pet May 
15. Farnham, May 30 at 12.30. Sol White, Guildford, Surrey. 

Rich, Joseph, | Little Pultenay-st, Soho, Middlesex, Assistant to a Tobac- 
conist. Pet May 17. London, June 5 at 11.30. Sol Evans, 10 John- 
st, Bedford-row. 

Riley, Mary, Gomi: -st, Birmingham, Grocer. Pet May 13. Birmingham, 
June 16 at 10. nie dasnap Se Senet. 5 See 's-hill, 

Roberts, George Phillip, 0 Castle-st, Oxfo rd-st, Middlesex, Carver. Pet 
May 16. London, eens atl. Sol Juckes, 19 Basinghall-st. 

Robi: —— Thomas, Trafalgar-cottage, Lawley-st, Birmingham, Spoon 

Manufacturer. Pet May 15. Birmingham, May 16 at 10. Sol Parry, 
Bennett’s- hill, Birmingham. 

Roe, James, 4 Sycamore-st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Plasterer. Pet May 
12. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 31 at 11. Sol Joel, 76 Grey-st, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Runham, Richard Cornell, Whittlesford, Cambridgeshire, Shoemaker. 
Pet May 13. Cambridge, May 31 at 3. Sols Whitehead & French, 


Cambridge: 
Russell, Stoke-next-Guildford, Surrey, Clerk. Pet May 8. Guildford, 
May 31 at 11. Sol White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 
. Henry, Prince of Wales, Lamb-st, Southwark, Surrey, Beer Re- 
jem Pet May 15 (in forma pauperis). London, June 5 at 11.30. 
Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Shawyer, a John George, 177 Commercial- rd, Landport, Hants, 
Draper. Pet May 15. Portsmouth, May 31 at 11. Sol Paffard, 


Smith, Richard James John, 97 Waterloo-rd, Surrey, Corn Dealer. Pet 
May 15 (in formA pauperis). London, May 30 at 11.30. Sol Aldridge, 


46 Moorgate-st. 

Smith, William Wood, 2 East-st, Finsbury-market, Middlesex, Furniture 
Dealer. Pet May 19 (in form& pauperis). London, June 5 at 12. Sols 
Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 


Spencer, Joshua, Cocke Inn, 8 a. Pet May 
Sheffield, June 4 at2. Sol Broadben 

Staniay, George, Market-pl, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Clock Maker. Pet. 
Weluushamnten, Jame o-at 12, Sol Turner, Wolverhampton. 

Still, William, and ggg Strickland Still, High-st, Winchester, Hamp- 
shire, Pet May 17. London, June 3 at li. Sols 
Godwin & Pickett, 3 King’s-bench-walk, Temple. 

Taylor, John William, Midsomer Norton. Seen ee. Fy 
16, Bristol, June 3,at 11. Sol Hill, Bristol 





Toft, Thomas, 54 seitieoenetey ti Hanley, Staffordshire. ‘Pet er 16. Han- 
ley, June 7at ll. Sols E. & A. Tennant, Hanley. 

Tomlinson, Edward, Bagley, Hordley, Salop, Wheelwright. Pet May 9. 
Oswestry, May 31 at 12. Sol Randies. Ellesmere. 

Vaile, Joseph, 11 Poultry, London, Commission Agent. Pet May 16. 
London, May 30 at 12. Sol Stone 4 Frederick's-pl, Old Jewry. 

Wells, John, Ipswich, Suffolk, Poulterer. Pet May 15. Ipswich, May 29 
atli. Sol hamp, Silent-st, I swich . 

Western, Robert, 3 Milner-st, Chelsea, Middlesex, Grocer. Pet May 8. 
a June 3 at 2. Sole Howard, Halse, and Trustram, 66, Pater- 

Wwethered, ‘Witt, 10, South End-green, Hampstead, Middlesex, Picture 
Dealer, t May 15. London, May 30 at 11.30. Sols T. W. & W. 
Flower, !7 Grocesuneess. 

White, Aurelian, 66 Cannon-st West, London, Warehouseman. Pet May 
14&15. London, June 3atil. Sols Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry, 
London. 

White, Edwin, 14 Wakefield-st, Regent’s-sq, Grays-iun-road, Middlesex, 
Cooper. Pet May 16. London, May 30 at 12. Sol Marshall, Hatton- 
garden. 

Winter, John, 24 Chancery-lane, Middlesex, Law Stationer. Pet May 13. 
London, Jane 3at 1. Sol Johnson, 30 Doughty-st, London. 

Wood, John, Vauxhall-walk, Vauxhall, Surrey, Brewer Pet May 15. 
(in forma pauperis). London, June 5 at 11.30. Sols Aldridge & Brom - 
ley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Woollen, Henry, 96 Fore-st, London, Cheesemonger. Pet May 16. Lon- 
don, June 5 at 11. Sol Heathfield, 19 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Wright, William, Wrentham, Suffolk, a Maker. Pet May 16. Hales- 
worth, June 3 at 12, Sol Seago, Lowes 

Wright, ‘Richard, Willenhall, Stettordshire: 1 Publican, Pet. Wolverhamp- 
ton, June 9 at 12. Sol Walker, Wolverhampton. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TuEspay, May 20, 1862. 

ag John, 16 Richmond-st, Brighton, Sussex, Marine Store Dealer. 
May 17. 

Foulkes, Henry, 33 John-st, Union-st, Kennington-rd, Cab and Omnibus 
Prorrietor. July ll. 

—s John, Orrell, near Wigan, Laneashire, Manufacturer of Nails. 

May | 

mith, Jobin, King Cross-st, Halifax, Cabinet Maker. May 13. 








LBERT MEDICAL and FAMILY ENDOW- 
MENT LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
Principal Office 7, Waterloo-place, London, 


Branch Offices—At Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, Agra, and Hong Kong). 
with agencies throughout the United Kingdom. 


PosiTion, INCOME, AND PROGRESS, OF THE Courans. 





The accumulated assets CxCeed wesecccesecveeeserscsceseeee £050,000 
The subscribed capital ...+scsesesvceceseseeseve 500,000 
The annual income from life premiums exceeds ....... 250,000 
The policy claims and bonuses paid to claimants about ...... 1,000,000 


The new business is progressing at the rate of about £25,000 perannum. 

The Company contracts the following description of business:—Life As- 
surance on Healthy and Diseased Lives, Annuities and Endowments of 
all kinds, India Risk Assurances, and Guarantee business; and confers 
upon Insurers great facilities and advantages, coupled with perfect secu- 
rity. 

Special and pecniiar features have been adopted, in order to render the 
Company’s Policies additionally valuable as securities, and to offer tothe 
insured means whereby their policies may be saved from forfeiture. 

Prospectuses, forms of proposal for Assurance, and every information, 
may be obtained en tte to any of the Society’s Agents; or to the 
Secretary, at 7, Waterloo-place, London, 8.W., to whom for 
agencies in places not efficiently represented may be addressed. 





| works, which are controlled only by the Enclosure Com: 





FRANK EASOUM, Secretary, 





To Landowners, the Clergy, Solicitors, Estate Agents 
Surveyors, &c. 


HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY is 


ine by special Act of Parliament for England, Wales, and 
Scotland. Under the Company’s Acts, tenants for life, trustees, mort- 
gageesin * incumbents oflivings, bodies corporate, certai certainlessees 
and other la are d to charge the inheritance with the 





cost of eh arm * whether the money be borrowed from the Com 
or advanced by the landowner out of his own funds. tan 
The Company advance money, unlimited in amount, for works ofland 
ment, the loans and incidental expenses being liquidated by arent- 
sharge for a specified term of years. 

Noinvestigation of title is required, and the Company, being of astrict] 

commercialcharacter,do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
missioners, 
The improvements authorised comprise drainage, irrigation, warping 
em! , enclosing, clearing, reclaiming, planting, erecting, and im e 
proving farm-houses, and buildings for farm purposes, farm roads, jetties 
steam-engines, water-wheels, tanks, pipes .&c. 

Owners in feemay effect impro ts on their estates withoutincurris 
the expense and personal responsibilities incident to mortgages, and ao 
out regard to the amount of existing ees same tors ma 
apply jointly for the execution of improvements mutually beneficial, such: 
as a common outfall, roads through the district, womnporee, &e. 


For further information, and for forms of 4 
Hon, WiittaM Napier, Managing Director, 2, 











to the 
West 





OAL.—The GUINEA COAL COMPANY'S 


WALLLENDS all the year round, can only be obtained by address- 
ing to the Secretary, Mr. JAMES JENNINGS, 7, York-road, won 
Station, N. Coke, 15s. 








ue 


x, 


s,and 
morte 
essees 
th the 
npany 


fland 
rent- 


brictly 
of the 


arping 
4 ime 
jetties 


curris 
d with 
ors ma 
1, such: 


to the 
West- 


vY’s. 
ddress- 
'e-crose 














May 24,1862. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 555 
ONSUMPTION IN ALL ITS STAGES, 
Coughs, Wh Cough, Asthma, Bronchitis, Fever, Ague. 


Diptheria, Hysteria, Rheumatism, Diarrhcea, Spasms, Colic, Renal, and 
Uterine Diseases are immediately relieved by a dose of CHLORODYNE, 
(Trade Mark,) discovered and named by Dr. J. COLLIS BROWNE 
M.R.C.S.L., Ex-Army Medical Staff. 

The questidn asked by invalids, families, and households is—What is the 
best medicine to give in the above diseases, and what to have always 
ready? Medical testimony, the reply of thousands of sufferers and invalids, 
eo of the invaluable relief afforded by this remedy above all 

ers. ; 

Cutoropyne is a liquid taken in drops according to age. It invariably 
relieves pain of whatever kind; creates acalm refreshing sleep; allays 
irritation of the nervous system when all other remedies fail; leaving no 
bad effects like opium or laudanum, and can be taken when none other 
can be tolerated. Its valne in saving life in infancy is not easily estimated ; 
a few drops will subdue the irritation of Teething, prevent and arrest 
Convulsions, cure Whooping Cough, Spasms, and Flatus at once. 

Among Invalids it allays the pain of Neuralgia, Rheumatism, Gout, &c. 
It soothes the weary achings of Consumption, relieves the Soreness of the 
Chest, Cough, and Expectoration ; and cures all Chest affections, such as 
Asthma, Bronchitis, Palpitation, &c. It checks Diarrhea, Alvine Dis- 
charges, or Spasirs and Colics of the Intestines, &c. 

The extensive demand for this remedy, known as Dr. J. Coutis Baowne’s 
Catoroprne, by the Medical Profession, Hospitals, Dispensaries -- Civil, 
Military, and Naval—and Families especially, guarantees that this state- 
ment of its extreme importance and value is a bond fide one, and worthy 
the attention of all. 


EXTRACTS OF MEDICAL OPINIONS. 

From W. Vesatius Petricrew, M.D. —‘I have no hesitation in stating 
that I have never met with any medicine so efficacious as an anti-spas- 
modic and sedative. I have used it in Consumption, Asthma, Diarrhea 
and other diseases, and am most perfectly satisfied with the results.” 

From Dr. M‘Mittman, of New Galloway, Scotland.—“ I consider it the 
most valuable medicine known.” 

G. Harwarp, Esq., Surgeon, Stow-on-ye-Wold.—* I am now using Dr 
J. Contis Browne’s CHLORODYNE with marvellous good effects in allaying 
nveterate sickness in pregnancy.” 

Dr. M‘Gaicor CaorT, late Army Staff, says: “It is a most valuable 

J. C. Baker, Esq.,.M.D., Bideford: “ It is without doubt the most valu- 
able and certain anodyne we have.” 

Dr. Gipson, Army Medical Staff, Calcutta: “ Two doses completely 
cured me of Diarrhea.” 

From G. V. Ripout, Esq., Surgeon, Egham: “ As an astringent in 
severe Diarrhoea, and an anti-spasmodic in Cholic, with Cramps in the 
Abdomen, the relief is instantaneous. As a sedative in Neuralgia and 
Tic-Doloreux its eflects were very remarkable. In Uterine Affections I 
have found it extremely valuable. 

CAUTION.—Beware of Spurious Compounds, or Imitations of ‘* Chloro- 
dyne.” Dr. Browne placed the Recipe for making “Chiorodyne” in the 
hands of Mr. Davenport ONLY; consequently there can be no other 
Manufacturer. The genuine bears the words “Dr. J. Collis Browne’s 
Chlorodyne” on the Government Stamp of each Bottle. 

Sold only in Bottles, at 2s. 9d., and 4s. 6d., by the Sole Agent and Manu- 
facturer, J. T. DAVENPORT, 33, Great Russell-street, Bloomsbury- 

square, London. 


OHN GOSNELL & CO., PERFUMERS To rue 

QUEEN, beg to recommend the following Fashionable and Superior 

Articles for the TOILET to the especial notice of all purchasers of Choice 
PERFUMERY. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal re- 
quest as the most admired perfume for the handkerchief, price 2s. 6d. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE PERFUME—a most delicate per- 
fume of exquisite ; 

John Gosnell & Co.’s GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice and 
fashionable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s RUSSIAN LEATHER PERFUME—a very fashion- 
able and agreeable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER- 
— op ec r gee ~ form of ny pore Per- 
fumes in a case, Wi on pressure & most refreshing 
perfume. Price ls. and Is. 6d. each. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly perfumed, 
and sal recommended for beautifying and promoting the growth of 


John Gosnell & Co.'s GOLDEN OIL—Moélline—Macassar Oil—Bears 

Grease, &c., for the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior to 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth a pearl-like whiteness, protects the 
enamel frem decay, and imparts a pleasing fragrance to the breath. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CREAM, Is. and Is. 6d. 
Be) ant ees ae the convenience of persons tra- 

» Price Is. 

John Gosnell and Co.’s INSTANTANEOUS HAIR DYE—The only 
Hair which preduces a good natural colour with perfect certainty, 
and the least possible trouble. 
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RED BLUE & BLACK 


6° PER BOX 
T NCIL FITTED WITH THE ABOVE 
iS EACH & UPWARDS 


3, CHEAPSIDE | 
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R. FRANCOIS (late Jeans), Surgeon- Dentist, 
continues to supply his celebrated Artificial Teeth on vulcanised 

base, at 5s. a tooth, and £2 10s.a set. These Teeth are more nataral 
comfortable, and durable than any yet produced, and are self-adhesive. 
44, Judd-street, near King’s-cross and Euston-square. Consultation free - 








IMPORTANT IMPROVEMENT IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH AND PAIN- 
LESS DENTISTRY. 





Mr, Lewin Mosely, Dentist, 30, Berners Street, London. 
Established 1820. 


M: MOSELY, Dentist, begs to direct attention to 
a New and Patent Improvement in the Manufacture of Artificia 
Teeth, Palates, &c., which supersedes all impure Metals, and soft or ab- 
sorbing agents hitherto the fruitful cause of so many evils to the mouth 
and gums. A m of this great improvement consists of a gum: 
coloured base for the Artificial Teeth, which presents a uni- 
formly smooth and highly polished surface, preventing any lodgment of 
food between interstices, thus avoiding the consequent unpleasant secre- 
tions, causing foulness of breath, &c. Additional Teeth can be added 
when required (thus saving great expense to the patient), without extract- 
ing roots or fangs, and as the whole is moulded in a soft state, all inequali 
ties of the gums or roots of teeth are carefully protected, and insures a 
perfect system of Painless Dentistry. Neither metal, wires, or unsightly 
ligatures are required, but perfect complete adhesion secured by Mr. 
Moseiy’s Patentep Sucrion Patate, No. 764, Aug. 1855, Decayed 
tender Teeth permanently restored to use, preventing the necessity of ex- 
traction. Consultation and every information free. Success 
in all cases by Mr. Lewin Mosexy, 30, Berners-street, Oxford-street, W. 





R. HOWARD, Surgeon Dentist, 52, Fleet-street 
. hasintroduced an entirely new description of ARTIFICIAL TEETH 

fixed without wires, or ligatures. They so perfectly resemble the 
natural teeth &s not to be distinguished from the originals by the closest 
observer; they will never change colour or decay, and will be found 
superior to any teeth ever before used. This method doesnot require the 
extraction of roots, or any painful operation, will su and 

teeth that are loose, and is guaranteed to restore and 
cation. Decayed teeth stopped, and rendered sound and useful in masti- 


cation. 
52, Fleet-street. At home from 10 till 5. 
R. HAYES, SURGEON DENTIST, 42, St. 
Martin’s-lane, supplies the best teeth on the best principles, b: 


y 
self-adhesion, and may be consulted on all dental cases, at moderate charges. 
--42, St. Martin’s-lane, Charing-cross. 


AIR DYE! HAIR DYE! 


ti 








HAIR DYE! 


bars. Sent 
cases, 3s. 6d. 5s. 6d.,and 10s. 6d. each. 


BLAIR’S GOUT AND RHEUMATIC PILLS. 
Price 1s, 1§4. and 2s. 94. per box. 
Paes tion is one of the benefits which the 
science of modern chemistry has conferred upon mankind 
during the first twenty years of the present century to speak of a cure 
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M. CG. HEPBURN, 
CASH AND DEED BOX MANUFACTURER, IRONMONGER, &c., 


93, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 


(Six doors North of the Incorporated Law Society.) 


SIZES AND PRICES OF DEED BOXES WITH TUMBLER LOCKS. 


AND WORKMANSHIP WARRANTED. 








EVERY ARTICLE MADE ON THE PREMISES; BEST MATERIAL 
Inches. Inches. Inches. 


To open at top. 
- 32 long, 22 wide, 18} deep 


Inches. Inches. Inches. 
‘= long, 9 wide, 7 deep ... 
10 Bx 

12 93 

13 11 
14 12 
16 4 ,, 
18 154 ,, 
20 164 ,, 


No.9 ... 


« 


AQoouvcunwsdc-: 


To open in front. 

Inches, Inches. Inches. 

«+ 16 long, 114 wide, 14 deep 
- 18h, 13 14 
2 , tt 14 
ee 23 16 16 
. 28 16 16 


” ” 


— — 


"36 
oe 18 
~~ 0 , 
. 3 , 
... 26 
- 28 


” 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No.6. 
No. 


” ” 4 4 
” ” ” ” 
” ” » 


” ” ” 


” 


since ks setae 


coocoeooc oo 


3 
4. 
5 
6 
7 


ef ” ” ” 
If with Patent Locks, from 4s. to 14s, extra cach box. 
* These Boxes, 4 inches higher, No. 3, 18s.; No. 4, 24s.; No. 5, 28s.; No. 6, 34s. 
THE ABOVE SIZES ALWAYS IN STOCK. 


Boxes made to order in proportion to the above scale. 


OFFICES AND STRONG-ROOMS FITTED UP WITH IRON FRAMES AND SHELVES, 
SETS OF STANDS AND BOXES MADE TO FIT RECESSES TO ORDER. 


ESTIMATES GIVEN. 
eit inleadokd saad Racwincaccond PUN wists lacuamamved ATTENDED TO. 


ADVERTISEMENTS: 
NEXT OF KIN, LEGATEES, &. 


(For above One Hundred Years past to the present time), 


SAMUEL DEACON, GENERAL ADVERTISING AGENT, 
154, 


LEADENHALL STREET, LONDON. 
Removed from 3, Walbrook.—Established 1822, 


H EIRS, 





Charge for Searéh, 2s. 6d.; and if the Advertisement is found, a correct copy, with reference and date, may be liad agreeably to the pete nara ee 
If advertised within 3 years 100 If advertised above 10 years « £3 
above 200 P| above 20 years 
2s 8d must be remitted i in postage stamps from the Country. 
Wills inspected at Doctors’ Commons, 3s. 6d. The Unclaimed Dividend Books may be seen on payment of One Shilling. 
Orpers and ApvERTIsemeNTs received for THe GAzeTTE, and every London, Provincial, Colonial, and Foreign Newspaper, &c.—Tar LonNpon 
Parens, and those from every County, are regularly received and filed; also Melbourne, Sydney, Adelaide, New York, Canada, Cape, Ceylon, East and 


seen eeeeeeeeseres eeeeeee 


” ” 





West India, French, German, &c. 


GLENFIELD PA TENT STARCH, 
USED IN THE ROYAL LAUNDRY. 

HE LADIES «are 

EXCLUSIVELY USED IN THE ROYAL LAUNDRY 


And Her Masesty’s Launpress says, that although she hes tried 
Westen, Rice, AND OTHER PowbeR STaRcuEs, 


she has = none of them equal to the GLENFIELD, which is 
HE FINEST STARCH SHE EVER USED. 


WHEN YOU ASK FOR 
GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 
See that you get it, as inferior kinds are often substituted. 
WOTHERSPOON & Co., Guascow anp Lonpon. 


AMPTULICON OR ELASTIC FLOOR CLOTH, 
as made by GOUGH & BOYCE, the Original eo pe and laid ex- 
@usively by them at the Houses of Parli other 
Public Omices. It is especially adapted for Churches, Mansions, Public | 
ee Shops, and Passages, Laing c clean, warm, noiseless, dry, and eco | 


GOUGH & BOYCE, 1 Bush- Cannon-street, London. Forwarded | 
ameinhe. ie 





respectfully informed that this Sranca is | 


rOTICE 1 to FAMILIES. —Messrs. TAYLOR beg 
to submit their list of prices for the best articles, Cheese of 
finest quality, per Ib., viz., American, 6d. to 74d.; Cheshire 74d. oean 
— r, 74d. to 9d.; Ripe Stilton, Is.; Gruyere, 8d.3 Parmesan, Is. 4d. 
Wiltshire n (by the side or half) 84d. Best Salt Butter, 10d. to 

| 1s, 2d.; fresh ditto, Is. 4d. to Is. 6d, York Hams, 64d. to 8d.; pote 
ditto from 8Ibs. to 20lbs., 9d. Ox Tongues, 3s. to 3s. 6d. each. Young 
Fowls, 2s. to 2s. 6d. Large Capons, 3s.—W. and J. C. Taylor, 35, Little 

| Pulteney-street, Golden-square, W. 


Families waited upon for orders daily, 
| Coen LOAF CHEESE, 634., Uae ane 
ditto, 8: per lb.; ripe Stilton, Is. per lb.; Spanish 
phalia Hams, and 84d. per lb.; prime Ox Gedgian ters 2s. sao tik 
three for fis. 6d. ; ‘snow-cured Spanish ditto, in packages of three for ts, 
Osborne’s peat-smoked Breakfast Bacon is now in excellent cure, and 
Butters in perfection, at reasonable rates. Other first-class 8 


| equally moderate. Packages gratis. OSBORNE’S Cheese Warehouse, 
| Osborne House, 30, Ludgate-hill, near St. Paul's, E.C. 


LBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, has 
removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, seven doors 
imme yo he respectfully solicits an inspection of bis new 
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